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RETURN to an Ortlor of the Uomnimlilo Tins Honso of Commons, 
ilattsd SU May 1870 -,—flr, 
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.flnslta URT..HH of those Removed from Scotia,,, l to Ireland, from too 1st day 
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— >> T * UtoC Tf 
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WHM Union, in tlus County of Cork, m tkes Year 186V. 



A. W. PEEL, 

Poor Law Board, 1 Secretary. 

9 August 1H70. / 



(Mr. Downing.) 
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ENGLAND AND WALES. 



RETURN of all Poor Persons Removed from England and Wales to Ireland, from tlie 
1st day of January 1867 to tlie 31st day of December 1869. 



County and Union, 



Name of Poor Poison. 



Male. Female. 



| Children 
under 



To what Place sent. 



ENGLAND. 










Chester : 










Stockport - * | 


Henry Stanton - - 1 

Sarah M‘Guire - 


1 


1 


- 




Mary Byrne 


“ 


1 






Christopher Smith 


1 




“ 




John Berry - 


— 


“ 






Sarah Cordless - 




1 




Cornwall : 










Redruth 


Daniel Vaughan - 


1 


- 




Margaret Corney - 


- 


1 






Ellen Corney 


- 


1 


" 




Elizabeth Corney 




~ 






John Corney 


- 


“ 


1 




Charles Corney - 


- 


“ 




Daniel Corney 


- 


“ 


1 




Jane Corney 






1 


Cumberland : 










Carlisle - 


Maria M'Noilly - 




1 


“ 


Cockermouth - 


Patrick M ‘ Avoy - 


1 


1 


3 




Patrick Broughy - 


1 


“ 


“ 


ffigton - 


Mary Mullon 


- 


1 


“ 


Joan Mullon 


“ 


“ 


1 


Derby : 










Ashborne 


Margaret Ford 
Patrick Ford 


" 


1 


1 




Andrew Ford 


“ 


“ 


1 


Devon : 










East Stonehouso 


Thomas Maloney 


1 


_ 


“ 


Stoke Damerel 


Mary Hayes 


- 


1 


“ 




Patrick Kelly 


1 






Dorset : 










Weymouth 


Patrick Ward 


1 


- 


“ 




James Ward 


- 


- 


* 




Michael Ward 


- 


” 


1 




Francis Ward 




" 


1 


Durham : 










Auckland 


Sarah M‘Veigh - 


- 


1 






William M‘Veigh 


- 




1 




Isabella M ‘Veigh 


— 


- 


* 




John M‘Voigh 


- 


— 


1 




Thomas M'Veigh 


- ' 


“ 




Sarah M ‘Veigh - 


— 


“ 


1 




Catherine M ‘Veigh 


- 


~ 


1 


G^eabead 


Mary Glynn and four 


- 


1 


4 


children. 










Mary Welsh and child - 
John M'Cormick - 


1 


1 


- 




Peter Roney 


1 


“ 


" 




Peter O’Hara, wife, and 


1 


1 






two ohildren. 










Mary Ann Gray and foui 


- 


1 






children. 










Murty Flynn and foui 


1 




4 




children. 









Holyhead 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 



Plymouth 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 



Barrow 

Silloth 

Whitehaven - 

ditto 



Holyhead 

ditto 

ditto 



Plymouth 

ditto 

ditto 



Bristol 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 



Whitehaven - 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 



Silloth - 
ditto 



Castlebar. 

Ballyshannon. 

Dublin. 

ditto. 
Westport. 
Mount Bellew. 



Cork. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 



ICillkee, county Dow 



Kilkeel Union. 

South Dublin Union. 



Glasgow 
Morecambe Bay 



ditto 

Glasgow 



Londonderry. 

ditto. 



Glennamaddy, Galway, 
ditto, 
ditto. 



Cork. 

Waterford. 

Lismore, county Waterford, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto. 

Clogher Union, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto. 

• ditto, 
ditto. 

Galway Union. 

Manorhamilton Union. 

Ballycastle Union. 

Manorhamilton Union. 

Banbridge Union. 

Belfast Union. 

| Belmullet Union. 
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RETURNS RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL. 



Ritohs of all Poor Person. Removed from Erujland and Wale, to Inland, from 1 Jan. 1867 to 31 Den. 1869-nonli„aai. 



County and Union, 
&c. 


Name of Poor Person, j 


Durham — contb 


ued. 


Lunchester 


Ann M'Ginn - 
Rose M'Ginn. - 
Edward M'Ginn 
Mary Ann M'Ginn - 
John M'Ginn - 
Michael M'Ginn 


Stockton 


Charlotte Moor 

Mary M'Mann 
Margaret Nolan 
Margaret Brett 


Sunderland - 


Eliza Forbes - 


Kent : 




Gravesend and Milton 


Thomas O’Neill 


Greenwich 


Alice Dunlay - 
Mary M'Carthy 
Mary M'Carthy 



Children p rom w hat Port 
under | 

sent. 



Edmund Moriarty 
Julia Barrett - 
Mary Flynn - 
Julia Purcell - 
Catherine Everall - 
John Casey 
Mary Casey - 
John Waling - 
Joseph Fox 
Ann Sullivan - 
Ann Mahon - 
John Muhon - 
Mary Lee - 
John Lee' - 
James and Ellen Downey - 
Jane Donnelly 

Ann Connor - 
Mary A. Curry 
I Matilda Kavenor 
[ Jane Austin - 
Julia Blair - - - 

M'Manwery’s orphan chil- 
dren. 

James Barry - 
Mary Butler - 
John Casey 
Patrick Doran 
Mary Daley - 
Eugine Field - 
Mary Fuharty 
Mary Green - 
Henry Gardener 
Julia Johnson 

Jane Mullens - 
Henry Sheedy 
James Triggs - 
Mary Horrigan 
Timothy Horrigan - 
Edward Leonard 
Mary Stanton 
Garrett Mahoney 



ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

Liverpool - 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 



Bristol 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

Liverpool - 

London - 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 

Liverpool - 



Woolwich - 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 



To what Place sent. 



Kilkeel, county Down, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto. 

Dromore, West, Workhouse, 
Sligo. 

Cork Workhouse. 

Mullow Workhouse. 

Waterford Workhouse. 

Belfast. 



Clogheen Union. 



Ballyporeen. 

Knocknagree. 

ditto. 

Killorglin 

Tralee. 

Cork. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

Mallow. 

ditto. 

Cork. 

ditto. 

Tralee. 

Cork. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

Dublin. 

Cork. 

Dublin. 

Antrim. 

North Dublin. 

Fermoy. 



Limerick Union. 

Skull Union, Cork. 

Cork Union. 

Limerick Union. 

Mallow Union, Cork. 

Cork Union. 

Galway Union. 

Gory Union, Wexford. 
Mallow Union, Cork. i 
Donoughmore Union, Queens 
County. 

Cork Union, 
ditto. 

Skibbereen Union, Cork, 
ditto. 

Macroom Union. 

Kilrush Union. 

Mallow Union. 

Limerick Union. 
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RETURNS RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL. 



5 



of all Poor Persons 1 : 

Name of Poor Person, 



Removed from E v b*d <md Wales to Inland, from 1 Jao. 1867 to 31 Deo. 1869-«m(W. 




■ Lancaster: 



Fylde 



Haslingden 



%WS— -continued. 
Woolwich— cont*- • 



-Liverpool Parish 



Ellon Welch - 
J umns Gilless - 
Ann Gibbons - 
Julia Murphy 
Johiinntih Bruslmuhan 
Kate Riordnn - 
John O’ Brian 



Jnno Fern 
1 Bridget Conlon 
Ann Fleming - 
I Michael Dalton 
Sarah Stewart 
Margaret, Dixon 
Thomas Eagan 
Daniel Harrington - 
Mary Rogers - 
Lnov M'Derniot 
Matilda Kavanagh - 



Henry Stanton 
Mary Conroy - 
Mary Corfield 

Bridget Burke 

John Burke - 
Martin Burke 
Ann Burke 
Thomas Bnrko 
Margaret Barry 

I William Barry 
I Ann Nolan - 

Annie Nolan - 
Catherine Nolan 
Elizabeth Nolan 
Ann Martin - 
Catherine Martin 
Rebecca Martin 
Margaret Good 



Mary Hallanan 
Michael Hallanan - 
Cutlierine Hallanan 
John Hallanan 
Margaret Mullins 
John Mullins - 

Thomas Lee - 

Mary Hurley - 
Patrick Dolan 
Peggy Dolan - 
I Michael Cunningliai 

j James Egan - 
James Welsh - 
Michael Patterson - 
Mary Maher and four 
children. 

James M*Clure 
Margaret Oakley and 
child. 

Henry M'Wade 




To what Place sent. 



Fermoy Union. 
Mallow Union. 
Skull Union. 
Listowell Union. 
Kinsale Union. 
Kanturk Union. 
Newcastle Union. 



Drogheda. 
Dromore. 
Limerick. 
Dungarvan. 
j Belfast, 
ditto. 

Claremorris. 

Ennistymon. 

Boyle. 

Mountmelick. 
South Dublin. 



Ballinrobe Union Workhouse, 
county Mayo, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto. 

Kilmacthomas Union Work- 
house, county of Waterford, 
ditto. 

Dublin, South, Workhouse, 
county of Dublin, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto. 

ditto. , , , 

Dublin, North, Workhouse, 
county of Dublin. 



. Swineford Union, county Gal- 



Armagh. 
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returns relating to poor removal. 



Return of all Poor Persons Removed from England and Wales to Ireland , from 1 Jan. 1867 to 31 Deo. 1869— continued. 



County nnd Union, I Klm . rf p 001 . Persm . “ F ™" » 1 ”* P °« 

<>,„ .16. sent. 

&c< Male. Female. 



To what Place sent. 



Lan caster — con tinned. 



Liverpool Parish — I William Carroll 
continued. I Julia Brennan 



Michael Cummins - - 1 

Joseph Murpliy 

Michael Garry 

David Allen - 

James Lambert 

John Wholen - 

William Washington 

Ann Brown - 

Mary Connor - - - 

Catherine Murphy - 

Bridget M'Tighe - 

Alice Coleman 

Mary J. Reynolds - 

Michael Lynch 

Patrick Skelly 

Stephen Flynn 

John Gorman - 

Nicholas Daly 

Pat Crosby - 

James Hogan - - - 

William Ledson 

Margaret Flynn 

Thomas Flanagan - 

Esther Dixon - 

Catherine Gill 

Ann Kiernan - 

John Hodgson 

Ellen Kiernan 

Mary Achells - 

Mary Farrell and child - 

John M'Vey - 

Nicholas Daley 

Pat Crosby 

David Clarke - 

James Campbell 

John Keefe ... 

Catherine Coleman - 

Mary Lnttin - 

Mury A. Williams - 

Eliza Burns ... 

Margaret Furlong - 

Isaac Golding 

Mary Campbell 

Eliza Gilbraitk and child 

Ellen Tierney and child - 

Ann Maria Jordan - 

Mary A. Burns and child 

Catherine Allen and child 

Ann Murphy - 

Margaret Manion and child 

Hannah Dunn 

Thomas Hannan and wife 

Daniel Duane 

Francis M‘Donougk 

Mary Power and child - 

Charles Murphy 

Mary A. Mack 

Mary Kennedy 

Sarah Murphy 

Ellen Levey - 

Hugh M'Mahon 

James Riley - 

Winifred Maguire - 

Ann Downs - 

Thomas Howard 

John Collins - - - 

John Short ... 

Charles Malone 



Athlone. 

Abbeyleix. 

North Dublin. 

Nenagh. 

Castlebar. 

South Dublin. 

Castlebar. 

Urlingford. 

North Dublin. 
Limerick. 

South Dublin. 

ditto. 

Kilrush. 

South Dublin. 
Rat lid own. 
Limerick. 
Drogheda. 
Carlow. 

Rath down. 

South Dublin, 
ditto. 

Bunbridge. 

Limerick. 

Cavan. 

Carlow. 

Rathdown. 

Castlerea. 

Granard. 

South Dublin. 
Granard. 

South Dublin. 

Waterford. 

Balrothey. 

North Dublin, 
ditto. 

South Dublin. 

ditto. 

Lismore. 

South Dublin, 
ditto, 
ditto. 

Baltinglass. 

Wexford. 

South Dublin. 
Clonmel. 

North Dublin. 
South Dublin. 
North Dublin. 
Rathdown. 
North Dublin. 
W exford. 
Galway. 
Kilkenny. 

South Dublin. 

. Longford. 

- South Dublin. 

- Carrick-on-Suir. 
South Dublin. 

- ditto. 

. Roscrea. 

- South Dublin. 

- ditto. 

- Omagh. 

South Dublin. 

- ditto, 
ditto. 

- ditto. 

- North Dublin. 
South Dublin. 

- North Dublin. 
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RETURNS RELATING TO TOOK REMOVAL. 
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Return of all P° or P UI! 



Removed from England and Wales to Ireland, from 1 Jan. 1867 to 81 Deo. 1869— continued. 




Lahcastisu- 
Liverpool Parish- 
continued. 



■continued. 

Thomas Cooney 
I Mary Gallon - 
| Ilonorti Herin and four 
children. 

| James Thomas 
C-hnrlos Malono 
| Thomas Murphy 
Mary llyan - 
I Ann Ryan - 
I Bridget Millet 
Daniel Ryan and wife 
Anastasia Foley and child 
I Mary M'Caffroy 
Henry M‘Koo 
Bridget Quinn and child - 
William Kelly 
Bridget Cook and two chil- 
dren. 

Richard Hennessy, wife, 

I and child. 

Mary M'Kcnna 
Mary Daws - 
Mary Quighey 
John Corltery 
Lawrence Dooley 
John Slioy - 
Michael M'Loughlin 
Thomus Connor 
Owen Tuffoo - 
Ann lined and two children 
William Lyons 
Maria Guvun 
Ann M'Longhlin 
Bridget Doran and two 
children. 

James Trainor 
Brooks Kearney 
| John Maloney 
John Lynch - 
George Koy - - " 

llioliard Phillips and child 
I Stephen Kelly 
Patrick M'Carthy - 
I James Glisham 
■ Michael Ryan 
James Friol - 
| William Robinson - 
| Patrick Tracey 
John Flynn - 
| James Gibbons 
Thomas Weatherkead 
I William Bakor 
Michael Sullivan - 
I Patrick Martin 
John Hoeney - 
Frederick Band 
Hugh Davies - 
Mary A. Williams - 
Margaret Garritty - 
I Micliuel Fleming 
Joseph Bracken - * 

Thomas Garritty, wife, and 
two children. 

James Walsh - 
Ann Lynas 
Mary Burns - 
Eliza Ward - 
Timothy Crawley - 
Catherine Dwyer - 
Ann Dwyer - 



Ardee. 

Cork. 

Nenagh. 

ditto. 
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RETURNS RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL. 



RilOM of all Poor Persons Removed from linglani end Wales to Ireland, from 1 Jon. 1867 to 31 Dec. 1869 —cmlinmd. 



County and Union,! 
&c. 1 




Adult. C 


bildren 

under 

16. 


1 

'rom what Port 


To what Place sent. 


Names of Poor Person. — 


Wale. 


"emale. 


sent. 


i 

Lancaste K—COIltl 
Liverpool Parish — 
continued. 


_ 

need. 

Catherine Burns 
Wary M £ Keown 
Catherine O’ Donohue and 
two children. 

Ann Connor - 
Timothy Ryan 
Denis Grady - 
Edward Walsh 
John Martin - . * 

James Graham 
Robert Wilson 
James O’Neil, wife, and 
child. 

Hugh Goodwin 
James Williams 
William Hudson, wife, and 
child. 

James Hyslop 
Thomas Martin 
Bridget Molloy 
Bridget Smith 
William M‘ Donald 
John Ryan - 
Bridget Murphy 
Thomas Lynch 
John Clarke - 
William Smith 
James Howard 
John Clarke - 
Michael Duffy 
Michael Hussey 
Catherine Commons 
George Chaney 
Daniel O’Hara 
John i’ollett - 
John Dolan - 
Catherine Nolan 
Eliza Morgan 
Isabella M'Cormaok 
Isabella Croakerd * 

John Dwyer - 
Henry Foulks 
James Hymes 
Ellen Busley and ohild - 
Owen Scully - 
Michael Tobin 
William Tully 
Mary Leavy - 
Margaret Schofield and 
child. 

Ellen Grady - 
Patrick Mahon 
Mary Boyd - 
John O’Brien 
Mary Murtagh 
Catherine Thompson anc 
child. 

William Brown 
John Mahon - 
Margaret Mack 
Patrick Hanley 
Michael Hanley 
Patrick Smith 
Mary A. Kelly and child 
Michael Kelly 
John Shelly - 
Cornelius Howard - 
Eliza Conway 
James Smith - 
Michael Mara 


1 

I 

1 

1 

I 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

I 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

I 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 


1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

I 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 


2 

1 

1 

I 

1 

1 

1 


jiverpool - 
ditto 
ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
. ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto , - 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 


^orth Dublin. 

South Dublin, 
ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

Cork. 

Milford. 

Newry. 

Belfast. 

Limerick. 

Belfast. 

Cookstown. 

North Dublin. 

Gavan. 

Carrickmacross. 

Tobercurry. 

Oldeastle. 

South Dublin. 
Granard. 

Oldeastle. 

Trim. 

Cork. 

ditto. 

Nenagh. 

Limerick. 

Tullamore. 

Ballymahon. 

Ballinrobe. 

South Dublin. 

Sligo. 

Ballinrobe. 

Mountmelick. 

Belfast. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

Cork. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

Fermoy. 

North Dublin, 
ditto. 

South Dublin. 
Kilkenny. 

Ratlidown. 

Carrick-on-Shannon. 

Roscommon. 

Nenagh. 

Granard. 

Roscommon. 

Ballinrobe. 

Boyle. 

Longford. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

Manorhamilton. 

Tullamore. 

Ennis. 

Tipperary. 

Kilmallock. 

Sligo. 

Rathkeale. 

Nenagh. 
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RETURNS RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL. 



R urn of nil Poor Persons Romoved from England and Wales to Ireland, from 1 Jan. 1867 to 31 Dec. 1869— continued. 





Adult. 


Children 


From what Port 




Numo of Poor P orson. 


Male. 


Female. 


16. 


sent. 






Lancaster — continual. 

—.I P«a>- - - - M! 

1 j Ann Lynch - 

continued. wulin ; n By water - - 1 

James M'Bornio - - 1 

Andw. Ryan, wife, and fivo 1 

child ron. 

Juno Osborno - 
Margaret Norton - 
Elizabeth Hanlon - 
Catherine Wclby - - ' 

Mattliow King 
Micliuel Wilson 
John Wharton 
John Mitchell 
Michael Bronnan, wife, and 
two children. 

Eliza Barrett and child - 
Patrick Hamsoy - - 

Ann Feeno and three chil- 
dren. 

Jane Swann and three chil- 
dren. 

Julia Duggan and child - 
Ann Tierney - 
John Kelly 
Putrick Caroy 
George Vanoc, wife, anti 
four children. 

Robert Downoy 
Thomas Murray 
Ellen Towoy and threo 
children. 

William M'Donough and 
ohild. 

Bartholomew Callaghan - 
Siimm Quinn - 
Charles Wriglit 
Lotitin llynies 
Mury Dovanagli 
Ann Doran - 
Richard Aitkins 
Harriot Ellis - “ 

Mary Falioy and ohild 
Catherine Flinn 
Mark A. Burke 
James Todd - 
John Cavanagh 
James Cosgrove 
Patrick Fitzpatriok 
John Archer - 
Michael Butler 
William Molly - “ 

Denis Molughun, wife, and 
six children. 

Catherine Cummins - 1 
Thomas Henry 
John Loonard - - | 

John Maloney 
John Sullivan 
Ellen Doylo - 
Thomus Bower 
John Coburne 
Margaret M'Cloren - 
Mary Boyle - 
Thomas Murphy 
David Burke - 
James Lynch - 
Ellon Griffiths 
Francis Pratt - 
James Brennan 



Belfast. 

Nuvun. 

Dunshauglilin. 

Newry. 

Cashel. 

North Dublin. 
Limerick. 
Dundalk. 
Tuam. 

South Dublin. 

Gort. 

Kilkenny. 

I Castlerea. 
Thomastown. 

Ballina. 

Magherafelt. 

Castlebar. 



I Cork. 
Ballymahon. 
Westport. 
South Dublin. 
Roscommon. 

South Dublin. 

Cork. 

Limerick. 



Cork. 

Rathdown. 

Lurgan. 

South Dublin. 
Sligo. 

Bawnboy. 
Dromore, West. 
North Dublin. 
Ballinasloe. 
Tullarnore. 
Galway. 

South Dublin. 
North Dublin. 
Armagh. 

South Dublin. 
Sligo. 

GoTey. 

North Dublin. 
Gorey. 

North Dublin. 
Cork, 
ditto. 

North Dublin. 
Cork. 

South Dublin. 
Belfast, 
ditto, 
ditto. 
Glenties 
South Dublin. 
Dromore, West. 
Kilkenny. 
North Dublin. 
Cork. 

Castlebar. 
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RETURNS RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL. 



Return of all Poor Persons Removed -from England and Wales to Ireland, from 1 Jan. 1867 to 31 Dec. 1860 — continued. 



County and Union, 




Adult. 1 


hildren 


Prom what Port 


To what Place sent. 


&c. 




Male. 


’emale. 


16. 


sent. 


Lancaster — conti 
Liverpool Parish — 


tued. 

John Degnan, wife, and 


1 


1 


1 


Liverpool - 


Longford. 


continued. 


child. 

John Lamb - 


1 


_ 


_ 


ditto 


North Dublin. 






- 


1 


- 


ditto 


ditto. 




Peter Seigna and wife 


1 


1 


- 


ditto 


South Dublin. 




Thomas Byrne 


1 


— 


- 


ditto 


ditto. 




Phillip Trainor 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


ditto. 




Thomas Rain - 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


ditto. 




William Miller 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


ditto. 




Mary Byrne - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


ditto. 




Mary Brady - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Wexford. 






— 


1 


— 


ditto 


Larne. 






1 


- 


— 


ditto 


Bullinasloe. 






1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Ballina. 






1 


• - 


- 


ditto 


Thurles. 




Francis Russell 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


South Dublin. 




Mary M'Nully and two 


- 


1 


2 


ditto 


ditto. 




children. 


1 


_ 


_ 


ditto 


Downpatrick. 




Sarah Langton and three 


- 


1 


3 


ditto 


South Dublin. 




children. 

Eliza Barker and three 


_ 


1 


3 


ditto 


Enniscorthy. 




children. 


1 


_ 


_ 


ditto 


Sligo. 






- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Cookstown. 




Mary Farrell - 




1 


- 


ditto 


Parsonstown. 




James Early - 


1 


— 


- 


ditto 


Sligo. 




James Davies - 


I 


- 


- 


ditto 


South Dublin. 




Thomas Kelly 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Balrothery. 




Peter Kennedy 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


South Dublin. 




Anthony Boyd 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Pielfast. 




Francis Henley, wife, and 


1 


1 


8 


ditto 


South Dublin. 




three children. 
John Byrne - 


1 


_ 


_ 


ditto 


North Dublin. 




Willium Murphy 


1 


- 


— 


ditto 


ditto. 




Julia Murray - 


- 


1 


— 


ditto 


Rathdown. 




James Riley - 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Belfast. 




Mary Mallen - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Lurgan. 




Ellen Riley - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Cork. 




Ellen Bulger - 


- 


1 


— 


ditto 


North Dublin. 




George Hackett 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


South Dublin. 




Mary A. M'Sherry and two 


- 


1 


2 


ditto 


Dundalk. 




children. 
Henry Rain - 


1 




_ 


ditto 


ditto. 




James Johnson 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


South Dublin. 




Ann O’Hare - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Mullingar. 




John McDonald 


1 


- 


_ 


ditto 


Castlerea. 




Esther Carroll 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Rathdown. 




Margaret Garrity - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


North Dublin. 




Ellen Kelly and child 


- 


1 


1 


ditto 


Ballinrobe. 




Thomas Kelly - 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Ballinasloe. 




Ann Welsh - 


- 


1 


_ 


ditto 


Waterford. 




William Cronan 


1 


_ 


- 


ditto 


Midleton. 




James Bolton - 


1 


_ 


- 


ditto 


North Dublin. 




Julia Monaghan 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


South Dublin. 




Mary Reed - 


— 


1 


- 


ditto 


North Dublin. 




William Smith 


1 


_ 


_ 


ditto - 


Belfast. 




John Kelly - 


1 


_ 


- 


ditto 


Ballinasloe. 




Thomas Quinn and wife 


1 


1 


- 


ditto 


South Dublin. 




Ann Cooney and child 


_ 


1 


1 


ditto 


ditto. 




Michael Brennan 


1 


_ 


— 


ditto 


North Dublin. 




John Murray - 


1 


_ 


- 


ditto 


South Dublin. 




Mary M‘ Glynn 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Castlebar. 




Daniel D. Armstrong 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Celbridge. 




Stephen Whelan 


1 


_ 


_ 


ditto 


Rathdown. 




Joseph Kelly and child 


1 


- 


I 


ditto 


Fermoy. 




John Bray - 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Drogheda. 




Eliza Lowrey v - 


— 


1 


- 


ditto 


Belfast. 




Mary Myerson 




1 


“ 


ditto 


South Dublin. 
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Co«3i^ a, ‘ dt ' ISI ° K ’ I Nn.no of Poor Person. 



BUTTONS BBLATING TO POOH REMOVAE. 
„„v«l from Engltmi » Intent, from 1 Jon- law 



0 31 Deo. 1 8 69 — continued. 



Adult. Children F r0 m what Port 
under 



liBCASTBB— continued. 

: 

oismii Mmlilnn - - 1 

J u „„ Wluilan ami four 
children. 

Mary A. Crawford - - ~ 

John Grady . 

Charles M'Fuddon - - * 

Thonuis Kaiu : 

William Miller - " _ 

Ann Roman and two cml- 
. dron. 

Ann Corcoran and two 

children. , 

Patrick Byrne. - - 

Michael O'Haro 

Daniel Conway - - ” 

Joseph Bridge 
Ellon Caton and two chil- 
dren. 

Hannah M ‘Quill inn and 
child. 

Catherine Kyno and child “ 

James M'Coavillo - 
Ann Fleming - ■ “ 

Margaret Tiglm and four 
children. 

Mary Finlay and child - ‘ 

Patrick Martin 

Peter Martin ~ 

John Fitzgihlion, wife, and 
throe children. 

Micliol Carey - * 

George lliley and child - 
Margaret M'Mara - 
Sarah Walsh - 
Mary Daniels and throe 
children. 

Patrick O'Haru, wife, ami 
four children. 

James Cody, wifo, end 
tliroo children. 

Robert Malvern - - 

Reman Malony, wife, and 
two children. 

John Byrne - 
William .Jones 
Mary J. Bennett - ’ 

Margaret Burko and ohild 
James Butler - 
Catherine Graoo and two 
children. 

Bridget Koaf - 
John Fagan - 
Ilivnnuh Moore - 
John Brady, wife, and tliroo 
ohild ron. 

Sarah Murphy 
Michael Ryan - - 

Riohurd Quain and wife - 
Edward Burko and wife - 
Thomas M'Nully - - 

Francos Buckloy, wife, and 
two cliildron. 

Charlos Melia 
Michael Konnell 
Ellen Smith and ohild - 
I Thomas Dyor 
Dominick Towoy - “ 

CathorinoM‘Qino and child 



Drogheda. 
North Dublin. 

South Dublin. 
Ennistymon. 
Cootehill. 
South Dublin, 
ditto, 
ditto. 



South Dublin, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto. 

Tullamore. 



I North Dublin, 
ditto. 

Carrick-on-Suir. 
North Dublin, 
ditto. 

Tipparury. 



. North Dublin, 
ditto. 

. Wexford. 

. South Dublin. 

. Limerick. 

. North Dublin. 
. Swineford. 

. Nenagh. 

. Mallow. 

. South Dublin. 

. ditto. 

_ Limerick. 

. Tipperary, 
t Waterford. 

„ Youghal. 

. North Dublin. 
. ditto. 

. ditto. 

_ ditto. 

. Kilrusb. 

_ North Dublin. 
. Castlerea. 

_ Swineford. 

_ Roscommon. 
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RETURNS RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL. 



Return of all Poor Persons Removed from England and Wales to Ireland, from 1 Jan. 1667 to 31 Deo. 1869 — continued. 



County and Union, 


Name of Poor Person. 


Adult. 


Children 

under 

16. 


From what Port 


To what Place sent. 


&c. 


Male. 


Female. 


sent. 


Lancaster — coi 
Liverpool Parish — 


tinned. 

Cecelia Hogan and child - 




1 


1 


Liverpool - 


Westport. 


continued. 


Mary Dowd - 


— 


1 


- 


ditto 


Roscommon. 




Daniel Auglin 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Cork. 




Michael Lalley 


1 


_ 


- 


ditto 


North Dublin. 




William Vero - 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


ditto. 




Michael O’Neil 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Dundalk. 




Mary Kelly and child 


- 


1 


1 


ditto 


Roscommon. 




John Daley - 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


North Dublin. 




James M‘ Donald, wife, and 


1 


1 


4 


ditto 


Belfast. 




four children. 
.Ellen Lucas - 


_ 


1 


_ 


ditto 


Yougbal. 




Mary Lucas ... 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


ditto 




Patrick Garvey 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Galway. 




Mary Jordan - - - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Ballinasloe. 




John Finigan - 


1 


— 


- 


ditto 


Tuam. 




Patrick Gorman 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Granurd. 




Elizabeth Lyons 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Mullingar. 




John Cnllaghy 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


North Dublin. 




Peter Kearns - 


1 


- 


-■ 


ditto 


Sligo. 




Julia O’Neill - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Carrick-on-Suir. 




Edward Hamilton - 


1 


— 


- 


ditto 


South Dublin. 




Thomas Kehoe 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


North Dublin. 




James Campbell 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Tipperary. 




Robert Holden 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Oldcastle. 




Jeremiah Cahill 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Limerick. 




Phillip M'Gowan - 
John Wallace - 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


North Dublin. 




1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Strokes town. 




Edward Redmond - 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Wexford. 




Hugh O’Hara 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Newry. 




William Riley 


1 


— • 


- 


ditto 


Dundalk. 




Elizabeth Lowrey - 


_ 


1 


_ 


ditto 


Skull. 




James Graham 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Newry. 




Ann M'Donald 


- 


1 


— 


ditto 


Belfast. 




Peter M‘Donald 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


ditto. 




Margaret White 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Newry. 




William Kenny 


1 


— 


- 


ditto 


North Dublin. 




Patrick Hughes, wife, and 


1 


1 


3 


ditto 


Shillelagh. 




three children. 
Eliza Bond and child 




1 


1 


ditto 






Jane Halligan and four 


- 


1 


4 


ditto 


Drogheda. 




children. 

Mary Welsh and two ohil- 


_ 


1 


2 


ditto 


North Dublin. 




dren. 

Bridget Maguire 


_ 


1 




ditto 


South Dublin. 




Mary A. Cummins - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Newry. 




Francis Duncan 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


South Dublin. 




William Pender 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Mullingar. 




Patrick Burke 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Galway. 




John Sullivan 


1 


— 


- 


ditto 


Cork. 




Mary M‘Caffrey 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Waterford. 




Catherine Gorman - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Sligo. 




Thomas Trainor 


1 




- 


ditto 


M onaghan. 




Patrick Whelan 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 






Margaret Marr and two 


- 


1 


2 


ditto 


ditto. 




children. 
William Clarke 


1 






ditto 


Parsonstown. 




Michael Connor 


1 


- 


_ 


ditto 


South Dublin. 




Patrick Donohue 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 






Michael Kenny 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


ditto. 




Patrick Kirby 


1 


— 


- 


ditto 


Carrickmacross. 




John Maguire 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Ballymahon. 




Catherine O’Connor and 




1 


1 


ditto 






child. 

Michael Murphy, wife, and 


1 


1 


1 


ditto 


Newry. 




child. 

James Barrett 


1 


_ 


_ 


ditto 


Westport. 




Mary Carrol - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Midleton. 




Jane Fenton - 


— 


1 


- 


ditto 


South Dublin. 




John Cleary - 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Wexford. 




Patrick Hickey 


1 


' 




ditto 


North Dublin. 
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RETURNS RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL. 



^ofaUP^ 

Naino of Poor Poraon. 



18 Removed from England and Wales to Ireland, from 1 Jan. 1867 to 31 Dec. 1869-contmuerf. 



LwciSTE ^-continued. 
■jrerpool Parish 



James T minor 
Mury Soliaughnossy and 
four oliildron. 

Bridgot Nolan 
Georgo Flood - 
Martin Wherrity - 
Catherine Gillnn 
Mary J. Konrney and child 

Jano Moran - 
John Boyd 
John Duffy 
Ann Halfpenny 
Ellen Kelly - 
Put. Sullivan - 
Pat, Nolan 
John M'HughcB 
Bridget Kenny 
Catherine Sweeney 
Catherine Riley 
Mary Purcell - 
Bridget Quunloy 
. Bridget Sullivan 
Samuol Ploeming 
John Doylo 
Simon M ‘Elroy 
Miclmol llathoun nnd child 
Ann Thornton 
Bridget Toolan 
Tlionms Donnolly - 
Thonins Curly 
Putriok Loughlin - 
Georgo Boater 
John Watta - 
Patrick Hallorun 
John Bell 
Mary Gillman 
Bridgot Nolan 
James Canavan 
Edward O’Brien 
George Tuthill 
i Willium Ruaaell 
Mary Joyco and child 
John Murphy 
Joseph Cunningham 
Mary Glooaon 
Ann Ilealey - 
Mary Jameson 
James Murphy 
John Corfiold - 
Mary Batoa and child 
Ann O’Neill and four 
children. 

Ann Bronnun - 
Bridgot Carter 
James Travers 
Thomas Flynn 
Owen Peter Clark M'Glado 
Androw Cavanagh - 
Cuthorino Riley 
Neil Hawkins 
Ellen Downoy 
William Gibson - - 

Catherine Joyco and child 
John Patterson 
William Allan 
Catherine Laughlin - 
Peter Clancey 
Patrick Fitton 
Joseph Lloyd - 
Martin Wolsh 



Adult. 


Children 


From what Port 


To what Place sent. 


Male. 


Female. 


10. 


Bent. 




1 


1 


4- 


Liverpool - 
ditto 


Belfast. 

Roscommon. 



ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 



Westport. 

South Dublin. 

ditto. 

Sligo. 

Belfust. 

South Dublin. 

Belfast. 

Enniskillen. 

North Dublin. 

South Dublin, 
ditto. 

North Dublin. 

Armagh. 

North Dublin, 
ditto. 

South Dublin. 
Castlecomer. 

Abbeyleix. 

North Dublin. 

Armagh. 

Oldcastle. 

Carrickmacross. 

Claremorris. 

South Dublin. 
Drogheda. 

North Dublin. 

South Dublin. 
Limerick. 

Carlow. 

South Dublin. 
Limerick. 

South Dublin. 

Belfast. 

South Dublin, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto. 

Kilkenny. 

Gort. 

North Dublin. 

South Dublin. 

North Dublin, 
ditto. 

South Dublin. 

Tuam. 

Castlebar. 

South Dublin. 

Newry. 

North Dublin, 
ditto. 

South Dnblin. 
Belfast. 

South Dublin. 

North Dublin, 
ditto. 

Swineford. 

Cork. 

Carrick-on- S hannon . 
South Dublin. 

Trim. 

South Dnblin. 
Athlone. 

Castlerea. 

Cork. 

Limerick. 

Thomastown. 
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RETURNS RELATING TO TOOK REMOVAL. 



R lT „„ of all Poor Person. Removed from England and JPnles lo Ireland, from 1 Jan. 1867 to 31 Deo. 1869— eoaimei 





1 


Adult. C 


hildren i 
under 
16. 


From what Port 


To what Place sent. 


&e. 


I 


Male. F 


'emale. 


sent. 


Lancaster — conti ; 
Liverpool Parish — 1 . 
continued. 


nued. 

John Sullivan 
James Fanning 
Ann Naughton and child 
Mary Bates - 
Hugh Naughten 
Catherine M‘Donough and 
child. 

Thomas Nary - 
Bridget Blain and child - 
Matthew Drury 
Michael Redman - 
Alexander Hollywood 
James Todd - 
Ann Metham - 
Catherine Kelly and two 
children. 

Peter Johnson 
Margaret Hart 
Bridget Kelly 
Mary Kelly and child 
Margaret Green and child 
Elizabeth Hamilton 
James Burke - 
Nicholas White 
Catherine Kean 
Martin Meaugh 
John Cockley - 
Bridget Rooney 
James Dooley 
John Darsey - 
Johannah Mabery and child 
Bridget Fagan and child - 
James Canary 
Julia Murray and two 
children. 

Mary Warr - 
MaTy M'Avoy 
Bridget M £ Donough and 
four children. 

James Calligan 
Emma Conlin 
Catherine Glynn and three 
children. 

Margaret Brett 
William Connor 
William Meney 
James Farrell- 
Mary Young - 
Mary Ann M ‘Gavin and 
three children. 

John Nolan and child 
Mary O’Donnell and four 
children. 

Francis Abraham - 
Margaret Marra and child 
James Hanlon 
Rody Carroll, wife, and 
four children. 

Daniel M'Polin - ■ 

Catherine Thompson anc 
child. 

Charles M'Intie, wife, anc 
two children. 

Ellen Ryan and child 
i Thomas Walsh 
John Burke - 
John Murphy 
James Duhy and wife 
Agnes Parker 
John M'Cann 


1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

I 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

I 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

I 

1 

1 

1 

I 

1 1 

1 

L 

l 1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 


1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1. 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 


1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 ! 
2 

4 

3 

3 

1 

4 

1 

4 

1 

2 

1 


Liverpool - - 1 

ditto 

ditto - - ' 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 


Carlow. 

North Dublin. 

South Dublin, 
ditto. 

North Dublin. 
Roscommon. 

Castlebar. 

Ballina. 

Castlerea. 

North Dublin. 
Belfast. 

Drogheda. 

Londonderry. 

Belfast. 

Cavan. 

Drogheda. 

Athlone. 

Drogheda. 

Belfast. 

Cookstown. 

North Dublin. 
Ballymahon. 

Carrick- on- Shannon. 
Swineford. 

North Dublin, 
ditto. 

South Dublin, 
ditto. 

Waterford. 

Granard. 

Cork. 

Athy. 

Athlone. 

Belfast. 

Westport. 

Fermoy. 

North Dublin. 
Belfast. 

Drogheda. 

North Dublin. 
Cavan. 

Cork. 

Waterford. 

South Dublin. 

North Dublin. 
Callan. 

Dungarvan. 

Callan. 

Limerick. 

Parsonstown. 

Banbridge. 

Roscommon. 

Belfast 

North Dublin. 

ditto. 

Sligo. 

Cork. 

Youghal. 

' South Dublin. 
Dundalk. 
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RETURNS RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL. 



r Persons Removed from England and Wales to Ireland, from 1 Jan. 1807 to 31 Dec. 1869-<mtorf. 



Numc of Poor Person. l 


Adnlt. < 


Children 


From wliat Port 






Male. 


Fomalo. 


10. 


sent. 





LiSCASTER-continueci. 

, p flr ish— Thomas Murray 
jrerpool Barisi E , iz|lb()th Gilchrist - 

cml ' md ' Miohnol Higgins - - 

Michael Brennan 
• John Ilayes - 
Catherine Puhiloy - 
Henry M‘lCeo 
James M'Konna 
Michael M'Domdd - 
Annie Lewis - 
Margt. Pox and four children 
James Flanagan and wifo 
Thomas Jordan 
Miohaol M'Loughlin 
William Kennedy and 
three children. 

Julia Beggs - 
Put Darravin - 
Bridgot Maguire 
Mary Quinlan 
James Kelly - 
Margaret Dooley 
Mary Ann Dooley - . 

Pat 'Commisky 
Henry Stewart 
Luke Fitzgorald 
I Sumuol Bell - 
Andrew Boll - 
Annie Bell 

Oldham- - - Catherine Foy 

John Foy 
Mary Foy 
Bridget Foy - 
Winifred Griffin 
Mary Griffin - 
Ellen Griffin - 
John Griffin - 



Prescot - - - Ellen Rrannan 

Mary Rafferty - - I 

Preston - - - Mary Donnelly and child 

Julia Hulpin and child - 
Eliza Fitzgivon - - 

Edward Kennedy, wife, 
and four children. 

Mary M‘Nally - _ “ 

Margaret Corrin and child 
Elizabeth Burns and two 
childron. 

Mary Ann Roborts - 
William Welsh 
Ellen Crow and two ohildren 
Ann Honebry and fivo 
children. 

Salford - June Hamilton 

Elizabeth Robinson - 
Eliza Nelligan 
Margaret Nolan 
Mary Gifforn - 
Mary Grogan - 
Jane Dove - 

Toxteth Park, Town- Catherine Carley - 
“"P 4 Miohoel Curran 

John Tarpey - 
Ann Gaffney - 
Elizabeth Guy 
Elizabeth Whitfield 



Oldcastle. 

Cookstown. 

Castlerea. 

Limerick. 

Croom. 

Midleton. 

South Dublin. 

Cootcliill. 

South Dublin. 

A thy. 

Dromore, West. 

Cavan. 

South Dublin. 

Trim. 

South Dublin 
Kells. 

Ballinasloe. 

South Dublin. 

Roscrea. 

W estport. 

Rathdrum. 

ditto. 

North Dublin. 

Fermoy. 

Athlon e. 

Belfast. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

- Balinaslone. 

- ditto. 

. ditto. 

- ditto. 

- Tuam. 

ditto. 

ditto, 

. ditto. 

- Ballinasloe, Galway. 

. Castlerea, Roscommon. 



Dublin. 

Wexford. 

Carrick-on-Suir. 



Mullingar. 
North Dublin. 
Athlone. 
Cavan, 
i Newry. 

North Dublin. 
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jg RETURNS RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL. 



Return of all Poor Persons Removed from England and Wales to Ireland, from 1 Jan. 1867 



County and Union, 




Adult. 


Children 

under 


From what Port 


Name of Poor Person. — 






sent. 


&c. 




tfale. | 


i'emale. 


16. 


i r 

Lancaster — continued. \ 


r 








Ulverstone 


Bridget Doyle - - 1 


- 


1 


3 


Liverpool - 




Patrick Doyle 




1 


5 


ditto 




Mary Miller - - - 


— 


1 


- 


Barrow 




Peter Maguire 


i 


- 


- 


ditto 




Bridget Ryan - 


- 


1 


1 


ditto 


Warrington - 


Patrick Caffrey 




1 


6 


Liverpool - 


Mary Kelly - 




1 

1 


“ 


ditto 




Ann M ‘Cardie 


— 


2 


ditto 




Ann Hobin - 


- 


1 


1 


ditto 




Mary Quinn - 


- 


1 


4 


ditto 




Patrick Conlan 


i 


1 


1 


ditto 




Elien Kilfoyle 




1 


1 


ditto 




Catherine Karri van - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 




Julia Pendergast 




1 


4 


ditto 


West Derby - 


Sarah Henderson 


- 


1 


1 


ditto 


Ann Riley - 
Ann Mayler - 




1 

1 


_ 


ditto 

ditto 




Elizabeth O’Leary - 
Ann Dunn - 


- 


1 

1 


1 

1 


ditto 

ditto 




John Tunney - 


i 


- 


- 


ditto 




Eliza Halion - 




1 


- 


ditto 




Margaret Shiel 




1 


- 


ditto 




Catherine M'Kenna - 


- 


1 


4 


ditto 




Margaret Scully 


- 


1 


1 


ditto 




John Lacey - 


i 




- 


ditto 




Ann Holmes - 


- 


1 


4 


ditto 




Jane Lipsed - - - 


- 


1 


2 


ditto 




Mary Brennan 


- 


1 


2 


ditto 




Ann Maguiuess 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 




Catherine Clifford - 




1 


1 


ditto 




Andrew Minnis 


i 


- 


1 


ditto 




Julia Donnell - 




1 


- _ 


ditto 




Catherine Rafferty - 


- 


1 


3 


ditto 




Mary Grant - 


- 


1 


3 


ditto 




Ann Boylan - 




1 


- 


ditto 




Eliza M'Gluicbey - 


- 


1 


3 


ditto 




Mary Kelly - - - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 




Thomas Howden 


i 


- 


- 


ditto 




Miles Doyle - 
William Dowdall 


i 

i 




“ 


ditto 

ditto 




Margaret M'Quillan 


- 


X 


- 


ditto 




Mary Minnis - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 




Robert Gordon 


i 


— 


- 


ditto 




Mary Benson - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 




Sarah Fitzgerald 


- 


1 


4 


ditto 




Denis M'Grath 






— 


ditto 




Susan Davies - 


_ 


1 


- 


ditto 




Jane Worthington - 


- 


1 


— 


ditto 




James Falkner 


i 


- 


— 


ditto 




Jane Stamp - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 




Ann Kilfoyle - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 




Michael Grogau 


i 


- 


- 


ditto 




John Brown - 


i 


- 


- 


ditto 




Henry M'Gaffin 


i 


- 


- 


ditto 




Michael Crinnion - 


i 


- 


- 


ditto 




Maud Fitzgerald - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 




Owen Carley - 


* i 


1 


1 


ditto 




Mary O’Brien 


- 


1 


1 


ditto 




John Davison - 


i 


- 


- 


ditto 




Barbara M'Mahon - 


_ 


1 


- 


ditto 




Michael Murray 


i 


- 


- 


ditto 




John M'Loughlan - 


i 


— 


- 


ditto 




George Lnnny 


i 


- 


- 


ditto 




Elizabeth Mullin 


~ 


1 


- 


ditto 




Elizabeth Costello - 




1 


- 


ditto 




Mary Sullivan 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 




Thomas Costelfo 


i 


- 


- 


ditto 




Thomas Kenny 


i 


1 


1 


ditto 




William Adams 


i 


“ 


‘ 


ditto 



31 Dec. 1869 — continued. 



To what Place sent. 



Hackets Town. 

Rathdrum. 

Belfast. 

Dublin. 

Rathdrum. 

Baillieborough Union. 
Ballinasloe Union. 

Omagh Union. 

Castlerea Union. 

Omagh Union. 

Roscommon Union. 

Athlone Union. 

Donaghmore Union. 
Ballinrobe Union. 

Cortchill, Monaghan. 
Oldcastle, Westmeath. 

ditto. 

Dublin. 

Monaghan. 

Walerlord. 

Tullamoro, King’s County. 
Mullingar, Westmeath. 
Armagh. 

Rathkeale, Limerick. 
Wexford. 

Mountmellick, Queen’s County 
Munorhamilton, Leitrim. 
Callan, Kilkenny. 

North Dublin. 

Monaghan. 

Banbridge, Down. 
Enniskillen, Fermanagh. 
Balinnsloe, Galway. 

Antrim. 

Clones, Monaghan. 

Ban don, Cork. 

Limerick. 

North Dublin. 

Wexford. 

Belfast, Antrim. 

Strabane, Tyrone. 
Banbridge, Down. 

Altry, Kildare. 

Belfast, Antrim. 

North Dublin. . 
Downpatrick, Down. 

North Dublin. 

Newry, Down. 

- North Dublin. 

South Dublin. 

- Parsonstown, King’s County. 

- Cavan. 

- Banbridge, Down. 

- South Dublin. 

- ditto. 

- Mullingar, Westmeath. 

- Clonmel, Tipperary. 

- Lisburn, Antrim. 

- Castlebar, Mayo. 

- Tuam, Galway. 

- Cavan. 

North Dublin. 

Dungannon, Tyrone- 

- Athlone, Westmeath. 

- ditto. 

- ditto. 

- Kells, Westmeath. 

. Banbridge, Down. 
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returns relating to poor removal. 



n 



^ of all Poor Persons 



Romovwl from En.jlaml and Wales to Ireland, from 1 Jan. 1867 to 31 Dec. 1869— continued. 




Children 

under 



lest uer J Matthew Mooney 

Catherine Shots 
Mary M'Nnninra 
Junius Collins 
John Costello - 



Leicester : 

I-agborougli - 



| K.lissn Oopltingor 



Middlesex : 

Jednal Green Parish Mary Brian - 
John Kelly - 
Ellen Ctirnoy 
Catherine Mollor 
Mury Quinn - 
Juno Maynard 
J tunes Driscoll 
James Smitli 
Ann Hurley 
j Hannali Whito 
Daniel Flanagan - 
Mury Ann Donnony 
ltosoNoil 

Catherine Sullivan - 
Julia M'Curtby 
llurriot Long - 
Ann Simmonds 
JtunoH llmioli - 
Ellen Downing 

Brentford - - Mary Onlay - 

Mary Carl an - 
Mary Kenven - 
Mary Scanlon 
Mary Moore - 
Ann Rooney - 
Catherine Burohell - 
Caroline Drury 
Mary Ann Hayes - 

Chelsea Parish - John Murray - 

Margaret Murray - 
Thomas Murray 
Mury Murray - 
Funny Mulior - 
Catliorino Febis 
Thomas M'Nunmra - 
Mary M'Namara - 
Bridget M‘Namara - 
James M‘Namnni - 
Catherine M'Namura 
Bridget Blake 
Mury Houlihan 

St George’s, Han- John Sullivan - " 

over square, Pa- Catherine Haggerty and 
mh - child. 

Stephen Holland, wile, 
and four children. 

Mary Bryan and child 
John Dwyer - 
Martin Welsh 

Ann Dcognn “ 
Catherine Loughlin- 
Bridget Scanlan and two 
children. 

Mary Dovanny 




To what Place sent. 



Liverpool - 



ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 



Ballymahon, Longford. 
Edendorry, King’s County. 
Cork. 

Athy, Kildare. 

Mountmellick, Queen’s County. 
Athlono, Westmeath. 



Holyhead - - Loclirea Union, County Gal- 

' way. 



London 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 



ditt 



;to 



ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

London 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

Bristol 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

Liverpool 

Bristol 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

I Bristol 
ditto 

ditto 



- Bantry. 

. Ennis, Clare. 
. Dublin. 

. Kilmichael. 

. Limeriok. 
Bandon. 
ditto. 

. Roscommon. 
. Tralee. 

. Dublin. 

. Cork. 

. Limerick. 

. I Kildare. 

. I Cork. 

. Bandon. 

. Cork. 

- I Dublin. 

- I Limerick. 

- I Cork. 



Cork. 

Skibberoon. 

Corrick-on-Suir. 

Cullon. 

Listowol. 

Killarney. 

Skibbereen. 

Mitclielstown. 

Kilrush. 

- | Rathkeale Union, Limerick, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto. 

. Nonagh, Tipperary. 

Dublin. 

I Rathkeale Union, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto. 

I Limerick. 

I Croom Union. 

Cork Union, 
ditto. 



ditto 

ditto 

London, Bristol, 
and Holyhead. 

ditto 
ditto 
ditto 



Bandon Union. 

Mallow Union. 
Fermoy Union. 
Middleton Union. 

. I Abbeyleix Union. 

- I Athlone Union. 

- Kilkenny Union. 

. Rathkeale Union. 
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RETURNS RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL. 



l8 



Return of all Poor Persons Removed from England and Wales to Ireland, from 1 Jan. 1SG7 to SI Dee. 1S6D — continued. 



County and Union, j 




Adult. 


Children 

10. 


From what Port 


To what Place sent. 


&c. I 


Name of Poor Person. 


Male. 


Female. 


sent. 


i 

Middlesex — con 
St. George’s, Han- 


tinned. 

John Sullivan, and three 


1 




3 


London, Bristol, 


Cork. 


over-square, Pa- 
rish — continued. 


children, 

Jeremiah Sullivan and two 


1 


_ 


2 


and Holyhead, 
ditto 


ditto. 




children. 

Ann Clarke - 




1 


_ 


ditto 


Dublin, South. 




Kate Weir - 


_ 


1 


’ - 


ditto 


ditto. 




Michael Brean 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Waterford. 




Samuel Pawley 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Belfast. 




Fanny Beatty - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Dublin, South. 




Edmund Bowler 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Mallow. 




Cornelius M'Mahon 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Parsontown. 




Mary Driscoll and child - 


_ 


1 


1 


ditto 


Skibbereen. 




William Long 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Croome. 




Dennis Sullivan 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Cork Union. 




Michael Conlan 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


ditto. 




Johanna Larkin and three 


- 


1 


3 


ditto 


Newcastle. 




children. 
John M'Greevy 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Carrick-on-Shannon. 


St. George's-in-the- 


Henry Ryan - - - 


1 


- 


- 


London - 


Tipperary. 


East Parish. 


John O’Brian - 




— 


3 


ditto 


Cork. 




Maurice Egan 


1 


- 


1 


ditto 


ditto. 




Daniel Crowley 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


ditto. 




John Keogh - 


1 


1 


1 


ditto 


Dublin. 




Honora Cruickshanks 


- 


1 


2 


ditto 


Cork. 




Bridget Ryan 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


ditto. 




Theresa Hernan 


- 


1 


- 


- ditto 


Dublin. 




Eliza Lynch - 


- 


1 


2 


ditto 


Cork. 




Tnomas M'Carthy - 


I 


- 


- 


ditto 


ditto. 




Margaret Pedley 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Waterford. 




Mary Sullivan 


— 


1 


— 


ditto 


Cork. 




Mary A. Mahon 


_ 


1 


- 


ditto 


Limerick. 




Michael Williams - 


1 




- 


ditto 


Macroom. 




John Courcey - 


1 


1 


- 


ditto 


Rosscarberry. 




Dennis Casey - 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Cork. 




Ellen Heaney - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


ditto. 




William Bennett 


1 


I 


2 


ditto 


Fermoy. 




Mary Lowndes 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Tuam. 




John Baker ... 


1 




- 


ditto 


Cork. 




Mary Purcell - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Skibbereen. 




Thomas Leary 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Cork. 




John Dooly - - - 

James Farley - 


1 


_ 


— 


ditto 






1 


_ 


- 


ditto 


Longford- 




William Connell 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Cork. 




Patrick Cochlin 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Dunumy. 




Mary Donovan 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Clonakelly. 




Ellen Cramer - 


- 


1 


1 


ditto 


ditto. 




Elizabeth Healing - 


_ 


1 


— 


ditto 


Cork. 




Ernstine Cochlin - 


_ 


1 


- 


ditto 


Skibbereen. 




James Deasey 


1 


_ 


- 


ditto 


Clonakelly. 




William Shaddick - 


3 


- 


- 


ditto 


Tullamore. 




John Sharpe - 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Dublin. 




Michael Donovan - 


I 


1 


2 


ditto 


Skibbereen. 




William Daley 


1 


1 


1 


ditto 


ditto. 




Margaret Hefferman 


- 


I 


5 


ditto 


Tipperary. 


St. Giles’s, Blooms- 


Ann Burke - 


_ 


I 


_ 


London 


Limerick. 


bury, Parish. 


Denis Fitzgerald 


1 


- 


- 


Bristol 


Skibbereen. 


Maria M'Kenzie 


- 


1 


1 


London 


Dublin. 




Ann M’Kenzie 




1 




ditto 


ditto. 




John Collins - 


1 


_ 


_ 


Bristol 


Clonakilty. 




Richard Courcy 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


ditto. 




James Callaghan 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Fermoy.- 




Jane Donovan 




1 




ditto 


Cork. 


Ilolborn 


Henry M‘Kee 


1 


_ 


- 


Holyhead - 


Sooth Dublin. 




Elizabeth English - 


— 


1 


- 


ditto 


ditto. 




Elizabeth English - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


North Dublin. 




Richard Murphy 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Killarney. 




Mary Sullivan 


~ 


1 


' 


ditto 


Kenmare. 
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HliTUltNS RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL. 



, i;,. moved from England nml Widen to Ireland , from 1 Jim. 1807 to 31 Dec. 1869— continued. 



Middlesex — continued* 
yin m~tontinMtl 



Jolm Wot I'm - 
Mury Corbet - 
Mury Gleonon - 
TluinmM llarvny 
Ellen Koel'o - 
Jolm II end 
Margaret l.ro - 
Margaret l<"0 - 
James Garihmd 
Ellen Collins - 
.) nines Cush 
Daniel Brown 
Ellen Brown - 
Jolm Collins - 
William O’ Brian - 

Michael Driscoll - 

Catherine Kiloy 
Janies Johnson 
Catherine ls.ee lb 
Potor M'llugh 
Martin Bennett 
Margaret Young 
Nicholas Kelly 
Michael Fallon 
Dennis M'G.irth 
Margaret Killurd 
Charles Fay and wilb 
Charles Murphy 
Mary Daley - 
John Murphy 



Adult. Children Fr()111 whllt p ort 

— . under 

I lit. I sent. 

Male. Female. 



To what Place sent. 



Dei 



s Goehr 



Mary M'Cauliffo 
Margaret While 
Elizabeth Brannon - 
Mary Ann Fox 
John llnrrell - 
Catherine llnrrell - 
Joanna llurroll 
Mary Quinn - 
Bridget Sullivan 
John O’Connor and wife 
Mary llynn - 
Mary Webster 
Mary Keefe - 
Eugene Keefe - 
Timothy Sullivan - 
Jonnimli liurko 
Ann Cuvunnngh 
Mury Closoy - 
Ellon Closoy - 
John Btirkn - 
John Iloffery - 
Ellen Dong 
Ellon M'Cauliffo 
Ellen Claneey 



St Margarot and St. 
™' n j Westmin- 
ster (now comprised 
St. Gcor 
onion). 



Mary Tleliron - 
Jolm Nuglo 
William ltyan 
Margaret Morrison - 
Juno Salistor - 
Johanna Mxriiglian - 
Ellon Dennulmy 
llftvtlioloinow Casey 
Mary Mooro - 
Edward Hannan 
Ann Little 
I Ellon Burke - 
Ann Brian 



Holylioud - 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
London 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
Bristol 
ditto 
ditto 

I-Iolyhead - 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 



London 

ditto 

Holyhead' - 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 



South Dublin. 

Listowel, Korry. 
Limerick, 
ditto. 

Ruthmore, Cork. 
Cnstleren, Roscommon. 
Bundon, Cork, 
ditto. 

North Dublin. 
Newcastle, Limerick. 
Pursonstown. 

Kanturk, Cork, 
ditto. 

Queenstown, Cork. 
Cork. 

Clonakilty, Cork. 
Cork. 

Kinsalo. 

Mitclielsl own, Cork. 
Team, Galway. 
Limeriok. 

Enniskillen. 

Nass, Kildare. 

Roscommon. 

Waterford. 

Tralee. 

Dublin. 

ditto. 

Limerick. 

Cork. 

Tipperary. 

Cork. 

Skiliboroen. 

Cork. 

ditto. 

Traloo. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

Armagh. 

Traleo. 

Cork. 

ditto. 

South Dublin. 
Kanutrk. 

ditto. 

Cork. 

ditto. 

Carlow. 

Waterford. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

Londonderry. 

Cork. 

ditto. 

Kilkenny. 



Castlereagh. 
Kilmallock. 
South Dublin. 
Mallow. 

North Dublin. 
Macroom. 
Mitchelstown. 
South Dublin. 
Cork. 

South Dublin. 
Rathkeale. 
Kilmallock. 
Cork. 
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RETURNS RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL. 



Return of all Poor Persons Removed from England and Wales to Ireland, from 1 Jan. 1867 to 31 Deo. 1869— continued. 



County and Union, 




Adult. 


Children 


From what Port 


To what Place sent. 










&c. 


Male. 


Female. 


16. 


sent. 




Middlesex — con. 


tinned. 














Julia Brown - 


- 


1 


- 


Holyhead - 


Tralee. 




Mary Dormey 


- 




- 






ster (now comprised 
in St. George’s 
Union) — continued. 


Hugh Naghtan 
Ellen Barry - 
Thomas Dorothy 
Abraham White 


1 

1 

1 


1 




ditto 

ditto 

ditto 


Limerick. 

Enniskillen. 

Cork. 


St. Mary, Islington, 
Parish. 


Hannah Nash 




1 

1 


1 


London 

ditto 


Cork. 

Millstreet. 




1 


1 


1 


ditto 


Tralee. 






1 


- 


- 


ditto 


South Dublin. 






- 


1 


4 


ditto 


Limerick. 






1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Carlow. 






1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Swineford. 






1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Pursonstown. 




Johanna Sullivan - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Tralee. 


St. Mary Abbotts, 


Thomas Hurley 


1 


- 


- 


London 


Fermoy. 




Margaret Hurley 


- 




4 


ditto 


ditto. 






- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Drumkern. 




Mary Ryan - - 


1 


1 


_ 


ditto 

ditto 


Kilmallook. 

Pan. 






1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Glanworth. 




James Harlow 


1 


- 


- 


ditto . - 


Fermoy. 




Hannah Harlow 


- 


1 


2 


ditto 


ditto. 




Martin Macdonald - 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


ditto. 




Mary Macdonald - 




1 


3 


ditto 


ditto. 




Michael Tyding 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Bally Langford. 




Margaret Tyding - 


- 


1 


2 


ditto 


ditto. 




Margaret JVL'Gee 


- 


1 


- 


Bristol 


Ballyhooley. 




Mary Condon 


- 


1 


- 


London 


Fermoy.' 




Patrick Ford - 


1 


- 


- 


Bristol 


Killarney. 




Katherine Ford 


- 


1 


2 


ditto 


ditto. 




Mary Donovan 


- 


1 


- 


London 


Fermoy. 




Michael Kenny 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Clare. 




Mary Foley - 




1 


2 


Bristol 


Barrylemore. 


St. Marylebone Parish 


Margaret Regan 


_ 


1 


_ 


Holyhead - 


Limerick. 




Alice Regan - 




— 


1 


ditto 


ditto. 




Patrick Glynn 


1 


- 


_ 


ditto 


Boyle. 




Bridget Sullivan 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Limerick. 




John Sullivan - 


— 


- 


1 


ditto 


ditto. 




Thomas Sullivan 


- 


- 


1 


ditto 


ditto. 




Mary Ann Reardon 


- 


- 


1 


ditto 


Kilmallock. 




Michael Reardon 


1 


- 


1 


ditto 


ditto. 




Thomas Shepherd - 


1 


- 


_ 


ditto 


Dublin. 




Frances Shepherd - 


- 


1 


_ 


ditto 


ditto. 




Elizabeth Shepherd 


- 


- 


1 


ditto 


ditto. 




Mary M'Donald 


- 


1 


_ 


ditto 


Belfast. ' 




Catherine Nevin 


- 


1 


_ 


ditto 


Loughrea. 




William Nevin 


- 


_ 


1 


ditto 


ditto. 




Alice Nevin ... 


- 


1 


1 


ditto 


ditto. 




John Kennedy 


1 


_ 




ditto 


Ratlikeale. 




Mary Evans - 


_ 


1 


_ 


ditto 


Cork. 




Alexander Corbett - 


I 


- 


_ 


ditto 


Drogheda. 




Catherine Onlton - 


_ 


1 


_ 


ditto 


Antrim. 




Julia Gonyra - 


- 


1 




di tto 


Dublin. 




John Costello - 


1 


- 


_ 


ditto 


Westport. 




Catherine Cronin 


- 


1 


_ 


ditto 


Mallow. 




Catherine Cronin 


- 


_ 


1 


ditto 


ditto. 




Caroline Alcock 


_ 


1 


_ 


ditto 


Limerick. 




Johanna Welsh 


_ 


I 


_ 


ditto 


Cork. 




Margaret Collins and child 


- 


1 


1 


ditto 


Tralee. 




Margaret Mason 


_ 


1 


_ 


ditto 


Limerick. 




John Kennedy 


1 


- 




ditto 


Rathkeale. 




William Shine and wife - 


1 


1 




ditto 


Mallow. 




William Kenny 


1 




_ 


ditto 


Bruff. 




Patrick Marr ... 


1 


_ 




ditto 


ditto. 




Edward White 


1 


_ 




ditto 


Newcastle, West. 




Catherine Nevin 




1 


2 


ditto 


North Dublin. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



RETURNS RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL. 



u of all Poor PoraonH Removed from JSnijland and Wales ' to Ireland, from 1 Jon. 1867 to 31 Dec. 1869— continued. 



Con.v« ond Union, Nnnio of Poor Person. 



Adult. Children 


From what Port 


Male. I Female. 1C ‘ 


sent. 



Middlesex — continued. 
s, Marylebone Ann Pox - 

d •j w eont A William Miuldox 

Pmsh-^ni. Murv N()()nan lllul tW() 

children. 

Patrick Hanley 
Murgaret Mason and child 
Mary Wilson and child - 
Richard Lucas 
Marv O’Connor 
Ellon Lynch - 
Winifred Allen 
Mary Riley - 
Catherine Riloy 
Mary Riley - 

Mile End OH Town Catherine Rockett - 

Parish. Lawrence Quinlan - 

Mary Murray - 

St. Pancras Parish - Mary Pox - 
Mary Fallow - 
Mary Ayres - 
Mary (Hannon 
Mary llrody - 
Ellen Bontloy - 
Maria Broderick 
Francis Grant - 
Patrick Burry - 

St, Leonard, Sliovo- 1 Margaret O’l.oughlin 
ditch, Parish. Klimt Clary - 
Mary Sullivan 
Bridget Neal - 
Ana Mo.Kennio 
Mary Sluter - 
Ellen livans - 
William ( louden 
John Allen 

Poplar • .lames Wilkinson 

William Murphy - 
Klim Finland - 
Eliza Mann - 
Patrick Daly - 
Michael lveefo 

Stepney- - - Margaret Ilcaman - 

Margaret Driscoll - 
Samuel Callaghan - 
Mary Hurley - 
Margaret Ryan 
Bridget, Ryan- 
Mary Oonolley 
Honora Sullivan 
Jane llinclioy - 
Ann Lannin - 
Margaret McCarthy 
William Dwyer 
Arm Lannin - 
John Goughian 
Miry Ann Ives 
Catherine Barry 
Ilonoruh McCarthy - 
Mary Welch - 
Strand - . . Susan Palmer - 

Mary Ann Palmer - 
Ellen Campbell 
Ellon Moore - 
John Moore - 
Mary Moore - 
Bartholomew Flynn 



I North Dublin, 
ditto. 

Ratbkealo. 

CiiRhel. 

Cork. 

ditto. 

Dublin. 

Wexford. 

Kilmallock. 

Cork. 

Mallow. 

ditto. 

ditto. 



Kilmallock Union. 
Castlerea Union. 

Cork Union. 

Athlone Union. 
Killadysert Union. 
North Dublin UnioD. 
Cork Union. 

Mohill Union. 

New Castle Union. 

Ennis Union, Clare. 
North Dublin Union. 
Limerick Union, 
ditto. 

South Dublin. 

Tralee Union. 

Cork Union. 

Mullow Union. 

Cork Union. 

Kinaalo. 

Li8niskea. 

Edcnderry. 

Longford. 

Sltibbereen. 

Dungarvan. 

Cork. 

ditto. 

Nenugh. 

Skibbereen. 

Limerick. 

ditto. 

Skibbereen. 

ditto. 

Ennistymon. 

Skibbereen. 

Cork. 

Fermoy. 

Skull. 

Cork. 

Limerick. 

Skull. 

Cork. 

Skibbereen. 

Cork Union, 
ditto. 

Limerick Union. 

. Newcastle Union, 
ditto. 

- Tralee Union. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




RETURNS RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL. 



Estobs of Bll Poor Persona Removed from En/jlaml and Walts to Inland, from 1 Jim. IS67 to 31 Boo. 1869-nmtmairi. 



County and Union, 



Name of Poor Person. 



Middlesex — continued. 



Strand — continued - 



Cornelius Coglan 
Ann Coglan - 
Catherine McCarthy 
James McCarthy 
Honora Slack - 
William Slack 
Catherine Slack 
Edward Slack 
Jane Slack 
James Downey 
Ellen Downey 
Mary Downey 
Ann Kennedy - 
Francis Verdon 
Mary McCabe 
Ann McCabe - 
Ann Godfrey - 
Mary Sarchfield 
Mary Sarchfield 
James Tracey - 
Catherine Lynch 
Jewell Lynch - 
Matthew Shay 
May Shay 
John Shay 
Rose Flaherty 
Michael Dalton 
Joseph Mooney 
Margaret Finn 
Ellen Burns - 
David Burns - 
Catherine Burns 
Honora Sullivan 
Robert Moorhead - 
Jane Spence - 
Mary Ellis - 
William Ellis - 
Francis Russell 
John O’Keefe - 
Margaret Halfpenny 
George Grady 
Ellen Grady - 
Eliza Grady - 
Charles Driscoll 
Margaret Driscoll - 
Charles Driscoll 
Catherine Driscoll - 
George Driscoll 
Ellen Donoghue 
Maurice Cahill 
Catherine Cahill 
John Cahill - 
Maurice Cahill 
James Cahill - 
Daniel Cahill - 
Mary O’Donnell 
Bridget O’Donnell - 
Catherine O’Donnell 
Thomas Flinn - 
Julia White - 
Daniel Dennehey - 
Julia Donovan 
Mary Donovan 
Roy Ryan 
Mary Horrogan 
Thomas Horrogan - 

Patrick Buckley 
Harriet Batey - 
Michael Kennealey - 



Male. Female. 



Children 



From what Port 
sent. 



London 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

Holyhead - 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

London 

ditto 

ditto 



Cork Union, 
ditto. 

Bantry Union, 
ditto. 

Cork Union, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto. 

Bandon Union, 
ditto, 
ditto. 

Lismore Union. 
Dublin Union. 
Edenderry Union, 
ditto. 

Limerick Union. 

Cork Union, 
ditto. 

South Dublin Union. 
Limerick Union, 
ditto. 

Tralee Union, 
ditto, 
ditto. 

Kilmallock Union. 
Lismore Union. 

North Dublin Union. 
Clogheen Union. 
Millstreet Union, 
ditto, 
ditto. 

Tralee Union. 

Belfast Union. 

Larne Union. 
Dunmanwuy Union, 
ditto. 

North Dublin Union. 
Kanturlc Union. 
Bandon Union. 

Cork Union, 
ditto, 
ditto. 

Bandon Union, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto. 

Cork Union. 

Tralee Union, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto. 

Limerick Union, 
ditto, 
ditto. 

Cro^me Union. 
Kilmallock Union. 
North Dublin Union. 
Mallow Union, 
ditto. 

South Dublin Union. 
Tralee Union, 
ditto. 

Mitchelstown Union. 
Cork Union. 

Lismore Union. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




1VKTTTKNR RELATING TO TOOIt REMOVAL. 



lPour Peivonu Removed from F.ntjhml mul Walt's to Ireland , from 1 Jan. 1807 to 31 Doc. 1809 — continued. 



Comflf and Union, I 



— 1 °3r W,mt P ° n To what 



JIIDM.BBRX— continued. 



John Welch - 
Klli.n Sinnii mill oliiltl 
Michael foil iim 
Mury Ann Keefe 
Mury Sullivan anileliilil - 
Mary Ann Keefe 
( •iithei'ine Donovan - 
Jereniiiili I'’enmi11 - 
Robert Warner 
Marlin Coslello 
James Downey, wife mul 
ehihl. 

Kllen l'alvey mul child - 
Catherine Will ion - 
Willinni (Scary mul wife - 
.1 nines Kelly - 
Willinni Keegan, wife and 
live children. 

Janies Cain ami wifu 
David Doolmi and wife - 
Patrick Donovan - 
Deborah Supple and child 
Margaret Casey and four 
children. 

Kllen llmihin - 
John 1 In > nee, wile and child 
Willinni" Welch 
Culherino Klowiirt, or 
Do Wnrliurjjh. 

John Marlin - * 

Small Clolenian 
Ciilheriuc 1 learn 
Mary She|ihiiril 
Catherine l.ue.y and child 
Margaret. M ui'i'an - 
Hubert Hussey 
Mary Carroll mul child - 
Mary Ann Kelly 
John Sullivan 
Kllen Craddock and four 
children. 

Juiiich Smith - 



Newcastle Union. 
Cnrriek-on-Suir Union. 
Knntiirk Union. 

Urn IT Union. 

Cork Union. 

Glen Union. 

Cork Union. 

Kinsulo Union. 

Cork Union. 

Ban don Union. 
Swincford Union. 

Bun don Union. 

Cork Union. 

South Dublin Union. 
Lis in ore Union. 
Kilkenny Union. 
North Dublin Union. 

Killarnoy Union. 

Cork Union. 
Waterford Union. 
Listowel Union. 
Gorey Union. 

Fcrnioy Union. 

Truleo Union. 
Kanlurk Union. 
North Dublin Union. 

Tipperary Union. 
Goroy Union. 
Clonmel Union. 

South Dublin Union. 
Cork Union. 

Fermoy Union. 
Bandon Union. 
Limerick Union. 
Ballinrobe Union, 
Skibbereon Union. 
Cork Union. 

Strokostown Union. 

Cork. 

Middleton. 

Cork. 

Monaghan. 

Bandon. 

Castlebar. 

Cork. 

ditto. 

Mallow. 

Limerick. 

Cork. 

North Dublin-. 
Parsonstown. 
Middleton. 

Cork. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

Buntry. 

Cork. 

- South Dublin. 

- North Dublin. 

- South Dublin. 

- Strolcestown. 

- Clonakilty. 

- Bandon. 

Limerick. 
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RETURNS RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL, 



Retorn of all Poor Persons Removed from England and Wales to Ireland, from 1 Jan. 1867 to 31 Dec. 1 869 continued. 



County and Union, 





Adult. 


Children 


From what Port l 




Male. 


Female. 


16. 


sent. 


itiuued. 










Annie Driscoll 


- 


1 


- 


London - 


Francis Mulhall 


1 


- 


- 




James Ryan and wife 


I 


I 


“ 




Jeremiah Quinlan - 


1 


- 






Cornelius McCarthy 




- 


- 




John Cokeley- 




- 






Patrick Connor 




- 


“ 




Silvester Flood 


1 


- 


“ 




Sarah Mahoney 




- 


- 


ditto 






— 


_ 




Michael Hartigan, wife 


1 


1 




ditto 


and two children. 








ditto 


Catherine Casey 


- 


1 




Eliza Savage - 


- 








Catherine Ford 


— 








Dennis Toomey, wife and 


1 


I 




ditto 


three children. 








ditto - - 


Bridget Connor 


- 


1 


“ 


James Brown - 






~ 




Mary Sullivan and child 


- 


1 




ditto 


Ellen Barry - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Kate Marmon 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Maria Haynes 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Thomas Nicoll 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Michael Manley 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Harriett Long 


- 






ditto 


Patriok Sullivan 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Cornelius Sullivan - 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


James Carroll 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 




1 


— 


- 


ditto 


Louisa Simi - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


John Rennie - 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


John Kelly ... 


1 


— 


- 


ditto 


John Barry ... 


1 


- 


“ 


ditto 


Matthew McCarthy 


1 


— 




ditto 


Dennis Brian - 


1 


— 


- 


ditto 


Thomas Condon 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Honorah Leary 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Daniel Dunnegan - 


1 






ditto 


ano: 










1 1 Bridget Mayock 


- 


1 


" 


Berwick-upon- 

Tweed. 


Thomas Handley 


1 


- 




ditto 


Mary Handley 


_ 


- 


1 


ditto 


Bridget Handley 


- 


- 


1 


ditto 


Bridget McCarten - 




1 


" 


ditto - 


Elizabeth Mitchell McCarten 


- 


- 


1 


ditto 


le Mary Ann Dowlan - 


_ 


1 


- 


Newcastle 


Catherine Dowlan - 


- 


- 


1 


ditto 


Michael Moran 


1 


“ 




ditto 


Honorah Lynch and child 




I 


1 


Holvhead - 


Ellen McGuigan and her 


- 


1 


4 


Fleetwood 


four children. 










William Connell, wife, 


1 


1 


5 


Liverpool - 


Honora, and five chil- 
dren. 








John Anderson and his 


1 


_ 


3 


Bristol 


three children. 










Annie Saunders and her 


- 


1 


2 


Portsmouth 


two children. 










Edward McDonald 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Ellen Brown and one chile 




1 


1 


ditto 



To what Place sent. 



Newcastle upon-Tyn 



SOUTHAMPTON : 



Skibbereen. 
South Dublin. 
Cork. 

Tralee. 

Bandon. 

Dunmanway. 

Bandon. 

Thurlee. 

Cork. 

ditto. 

Clonmel. 

Cork. 

ditto. 

ditto. 



Boyle. 

Carriekmacross. 

Clonakilty. 

Cork. 

Skibbereen. 

Carroffin. 

MohilJ. 

Cork. 

ditto. 

Lismore. 

Cork. 

Dunmanway. 

Wexford. 

Waterford. 

Belfast. 

Cork. 

Youghal. 

Cork. 

Dunmanway. 

Mitchelstown. 

Macroom. 

Dunmanway. 



Ballina Union Workhouse, 
County Mayo. 

Longford Union Workhouse, 
County Longford, 
ditto, 
ditto. 

Lisburn Union Workhouse, 
County Antrim, 
ditto. 

Inniskillen, Ireland, 
ditto. 

New Ross Union, Ireland. 



Cootehill. 

Dublin. 
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RETURNS RELATING TO l’OOR REMOVAL. 




Naina til' Poor Person. 



Sodtham FMX~~continucrl 



Southampton Incor- 
poration. 



West Bromwich 



John Ilnnnn anti wilt) 
Catherine Ihvrry, dosortnd 
by ht'.i' husband. 

Dennis Cary - 

Ann Motr, deserted by her 
husband. 

Cutliurino Bridgmun, within 
Mitilmol Uourtltni uml wife 

Ann Taylor, widow - 
John Morrison 
Murgurot Rooney, (Inserted 
by her husband. 

Martin Ryan and Wilt) 
Francis Driscoll 
James Downey 
Michael M ‘Cormnck 
Pot nr Clovern - 
Mielmol Clohissy - 
William Shollndy - 
Goorgo Smith - 



Peter Dunn - 
Ellon Dunn - 
Jano Dunn 
Ann Dunn 
ThointtH Dunn 
Mary Campbell 
John Campbell 
Mini tael Cumpbell - 
Patrick Ortmhy 
Andrew Jtiyee 
Mary Inner ley 
Ellon I nnorloy 
Bridget Finnerty - 
Mary Finnerty 
Timothy Finnerty - 
Bridget Finnerty - 
Patrick Finnerty 
John Kennedy 

Bridget Gandlny 
Patrick Gantlley 
John Gandlny 
Thomas (Jundloy 
James Gantlley 
Mary Churchill 
Kate Churchill 
Mury Churchill 
Patrick Churchill - 
Sarah Churchill 
Bridgot Farrell 
Bridget Furrell 
Bartholomew Farrell 
Margaret Farrell 
Miciiael Furrell 
James Furrell - 
Mary Murphy 
Julia Murphy - 
Catherine Murphy - 
Edward Murphy 
Thomas Murphy 
Bridget. Conroy 
Margaret Conroy 
Peter O’Neil - 
Sarah O’Neil - 
Sarah O’Neil - 
John O’Neil - 



Adult. 

Mule. | Female. 




Bristol 

ditto 

Fleetwood 

Bristol 

Fleetwood 

Bristol 

Fleetwood 

Bristol 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

Fleetwood 
ditto - 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 



Livorpool - 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

Holyhead 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 



To wliat Place sent. 



Locale, County Down. 
Dungarvan, Waterford. 

Cnstle Town, Gtirgin, County 
Westmeath. 

Belfast, County Antrim. 

Fermoy, County Cork. 
ICnoekinlore, County Water- 
ford. 

Silverstill, County Clare. 

City of Cork. 

Carlow. 

Tliurles, County Tipperary. 
Ballincollig, County Cork. 
Queenstown, County Cork. 
Carlow, County Carlow. 
Templefort, County Cavan. 
Fermoy, County Cork. 
Magerally, County Down. 
Nuas, County Kildare. 



Ballymnlion. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

Atlilono. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

Oughtorard. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

Clareinorris. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

Atlilone- 

Ball in robe Union, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto. 

Claromorris Union, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto. 

Roscommon Union, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto. 

Bullinrobe Union, 
ditto. 

Clareniorris Union, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto. 
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RETURNS RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL. 



Return of all Poor Persons Removed from England and Wales to Ireland, from 1 Jan. 1867 to 31 Dec. 1869— continued. 



Surrey : 

Camberwell Pariah - 



County and Union, 




Adult. 


Children 

16. 


From what Port 


To what Place sent. 


&c. 


Name of Poor Person. 


Male. 


Female. 


sent. 


1 

Stafford —continued. 












West Bromwich — 


Sarah Norton - 


- 


1 


- 


Holyhead - 


Ballinrobe Union. 


continued. 


John Norton - 


— 




1 


ditto 




Mary Fallen - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Tuam Union. 




Bridget Fallen 


- 


- 


1 


ditto 


ditto. 




Michael Fallen 


- 


- 


1 


ditto 


ditto. 




Rose Fallen ... 


- 


- 


1 


ditto 


ditto. 




Mary Fallen - 


- 


- 


1 


ditto 


ditto. 


Wolstanton and 


Thomas Delaney 


1 


_ 


_ 


ditto 


Garryvor, in the County of 


Burslem. 












Cork. 


Michael Kelly 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Clonmel, in the County of 












Tipperary. 




Bridget Redman 


- 


1 


_ 


ditto 


Carlow, in the County of 
Carlow. 


Wolverhampton 


Hannah Broughton and 


- 


1 


2 


ditto 


Ballinrobe, Mayo. 


her two children. 

Bridget Galligher and her 


_ 


1 


3 


ditto 


Swineford, Mayo. 






three children. 

Mary Coyne and one child 


_ 


1 


1 


ditto 


Ballinrobe, Mayo. 




Mary Welch and her two 


- 


1 


2 


ditto 


ditto. 




children. 

Mary Raney and her six 


_ 


1 


6 


ditto 


Claremorris, Mayo. 




children. 

Mary Kennedy and her six 


_ 


1 ' 


6 


ditto 


Roscommon. 




children. 













Kingston 



Ellen Donovan 
Benjamin L. Cox 
Margaret Sullivan 
Ann Gallivin - 
John Eason - 
Bridget Shea - 
Mary Welch - 
Catherine Cleary 



Margaret Dempsey and 
four children. 

Patrick Keatin and wife, 
and four children. 



Ann Barrett - 
Daniel Colman 
Timothy Sullivan 
James Merry - 
Catherine Malone 
Catherine Sullivan 
Catherine Malone 
Johanna Malone 
John Malone - 
Maurice Lawler 
Ann Lawler - 
Patrick Lawler 
John Lawler - 
Matthew Bryan 
Ellen Bryan - 
John Bryan 
Ellen Bryan - 
Jeremiah Bryan 
Thomas Bryan 
Sarah Bryan - 
Bartholomew Griffin 
Johanna Griffin 



London 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 



Bristol 

ditto 



London 

ditto 

ditto 

Bristol 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 



Cashel. 

Dublin. 

Killarney. 

Clogheen. 

Cork. 

Middleton. 

Lismore. 

Clogheen. 

Inniskillen Union, County 
Fermanagh. 

Bandon Union, Cork. 

Killarney Union, Cork. 



Kilmallock. 

Dunmanway. 

Cork. 

Dublin. 

Cork. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

Tralee. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

Tipperary. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

Dunmanway. 



it December 1809, and also to the Parish of Bermondsey •, it applies also to the Parish 
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RETURNS RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL. 



RnDRH of all Poor Person^ 

justtand Union, Nam0 0 f Poor Person. 

ko. 

Sokk&v — conUnuod. 

^■iss;r : : 

Miolnuil Sullivan - 
Bridget Sullivan 
William Sullivan - 
I Michael Sullivan 
Cornelias Sullivan - 
Mary Hawkes and eliild 
John Canlny - 
Catherine Crawley - 
Daniel Sullivan 
Owen Kahaler 
Johanna Tobin 
Paul King 
Daniel Cocklnn 
Johanna Donovan - 
Mary Collins - 
Ellen Bryan - 
Kate Bryan - 
Miclmol Bryan 

I James Bryan - 
Patrick liryan 
Jeremiah Bryan 
Patrick Kenney 
Ellen Sullivan 
Michael Sullivan - 
Thomas Sullivan 
Ilonora Sullivan 
Elizabeth Cnvuntigh 
John Cavanagh 
Elizabeth Cavanagh 
Juntos Cavanagh 
Catherine Humes 
Ellon Murrough 

Rotherhithe Parish Cathorine (Jormtin - 
William Lamin 
Bartholomew Collins 
Winifred Collins - 
Potor Dickson 
Margaret Walsh 
Catliorino Casey 
Annie Doyul - 



Itonioved from England and Wales to belaud, from 1 Jan. 1807 to 31 Dec. 1800— continved. 



Adult. 

Male. I Fen title. 



Warwick: 
Birmingham Parish 



Jolmnnah OT.oitry - 
Bridget Maloy 
Alice Croker - 
Bridget Malay 
Mary Moran - 
Catherine Ryloy 
Mary Flynn - 
Elizabeth Fitzpatrick 
Bridget Toaster 
Ann Murray - 
Mary Garulty - 
Eliza Kelly - 
Patrick Burke 
Catliorino Scally 
Juntos Malcotnl) 

John M‘ Donnell 
Thomas M'Carty - 



Westmorland : 

Wal . 

Worcester : 
Worcester 



Josoph Mortimer 
William Thompson - 

Mary Mills - 
Margaret Mills 
Mary Ann Honry 



Children | 
under 



From what Port | 
sent. 



To what Place sent. 



Bristol 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

London 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 



Holyhead 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 



Dunmonway. 

Gooldsoross. 

Cork, 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

Ban try. 

Cork. 

Macroom. 

Cahirciveen. 

Cork. 

I Skibbercon. 
i Dtmmamvay. 
Skibboreen. 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto, 
ditto. 

Tralee. 

Castlolyons. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

Dublin. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

ditto. 

Kanturk Union. 
Limorick. 

Tuum Union, 
ditto, 
ditto. 

Cork Union. 
Killarney Union. 
Limerick Union. 



Kinsale Union. 

. Balinrobo Union. 

. South Dublin Union. 
. Bullinrobe Union. 

. ditto. 

Castlebar Union. 

. Clogheen Union. 

. Kilkenny Union. 

. Castlebar Union- 
. Claremorris Union. 

. Kells Union. 

. Ballinrobe Union. 

Castlerea Union. 

. Tuam Union. 

. Banbridge Union. 

. Clonakilty Union. 

. Athlone Union. 



Fleetwood - - *.«>*»* (Milford IMoo). 

Barrow-in-Fumese, Itstorn.. 



Holyhead - 
ditto 
ditto 



. I Newry. 

. j ditto. 

. Mullingar. 



Ti „ fee >• “““ “ SePB ”‘" 
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RETURNS RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL. 



Return of all Poor Persons Removed from England and Wales to Ireland, from 1 Jan. 1867 to 31 Deo. 1860— continued. 



Cguntt and Union, 




Adult. 


Children 

under 

16. 


From what Port I 


To what Place sent. 


&c. 


Name of Poor Person. 


Male. 


Female. 


sent. 


York (West Riding): 












Doncaster 


John Walsli - 


1 


_ 


- 


Liverpool - 


Kilkenny Union, Kilkenny. 




Alice Pardin - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Castlerea Union, Castlerea. 


Leeds - - - 


Peter McDonald 


1 


_ 


- 


Holyhead - 


Bullycastle. 




Rose Ann Cullen 


_ 


1 


- 


Barrow 


Belfast. 




Mary Glason - 


_ 


1 


- 


Holyhead - 


Kilconly. 




Patrick M‘ Donald and two 
children. 


1 




2 


ditto 


Kill ala. 




Mary Ann Fyans - 


_ 


1 




ditto 


Limerick. 




Fanny Burns and 
one daughter 


- 


1 


I 


ditto 

ditto 


Killalu. 

ditto. 




Peter M'Andrew 


1 


_ 


- 


ditto 


Castlebar. 




Catherine Dixon and three 
children. 


- 


1 


3 


Burrow 


Downpatrick. 




Mary Ann M urphy and five 
children. 




1 


5 


Holyhead - 


Belfast. 




Mary O’Brien and three 
children. 


“ 


1 


3 


ditto 


Westport. 




Mary Duffy and one child 


- 


1 


1 


ditto 


Ballycastle. 




Mary Welch and four 
children. 




1 


4 


ditto 


Connemara. 


Pontefract • 

WALES: 


Maurice Power 


1 








Carrick-on-Suir Workhouse. 


Glamorgan : 














Bridgend and Cow- 


Mary Dogharty 


_ 


1 


- 


Milford Haven - 


Clonmel. 


bridge. 


Catherine Neill 


- • 


1 




ditto 


Enniscortby. 


Susanna Neill - 


- 


— 


1 


ditto 


ditto. 




Lawrence Neill 


- 


- 


1 


ditto 


ditto. 




James Neill - - - 


- 


_ 


1 


ditto 


ditto. 




Edward Neill - 


- 


- 


1 


ditto 


ditto. 


Cardiff - 


James Millnio 


1 


_ 


_ 


Cardiff 


Sligo. 




Daniel Tehane 


1 


_ 


- 


ditto 


Tralee. 




Mary Cronin - - - 


- 


1 


- 


ditto 


Cork. 




Mary Lynch and two chil- 
dren. 

Sophia Austin - 




1 


2 


ditto 


ditto. 




_ 


1 


_ 


ditto 


ditto. 




Dennis Keefe - 


1 


- 




ditto 


Newcastle. 




Edward Sweeny 


1 


_ 


_ 


ditto 


Kentwick Union. 




Francis Harroghan - 


1 


- 


- 


ditto 


Cork. 




John Harris ... 


1 


_ 


_ 


ditto 


ditto. 




Ellen Gabrial and one child 


- 


1 


1 


ditto 


ditto. 




Thomas Mullins 


1 


_ 


- 


ditto 


ditto. 




Dennis Jordan 


1 


_ 


_ 


ditto 


ditto. 




Julia Trout and four chil- 
dren. 




1 


4 


ditto 


ditto. 




Julia Keefe and one child - 


- 


1 


I 


ditto 


ditto. 




Julia Malone - 


_ 


1 


_ 


ditto 


ditto. 




Cornelius Donovan, wife, 
and four children. 


1 


1 


4 


ditto 


Bandon. 




John Connelly 


X 


_ 


_ 


ditto 


Skull. 




Johanna Collins and one 
child. 


" 


1 


1 


ditto 


Dumuanway Union. 




Mary Ann Baker 


_ 


X 


_ 


ditto 


Skull. 




Ann M urphy and one child 


- 


1 


1 


ditto 


Newcastle. 




Ellen M'Cartliy and two 
children. 




1 


2 


ditto ' 


ditto. 




William Masey 


1 


_ 


_ 


ditto 


Cork. 




Ann Blake and three chil- 
dren. 


“ 


1 


3 


ditto 


Middleton. 




John Curtin, wife, and 
three children. 


1 


1 


3 


ditto 


Cork. 




Eliza Broderick 


_ 


X 




ditto 


ditto. 




John Long ... 


1 


_ 


_ 


ditto 


Cork Union, 




Sarah Burke and one child 


- 


I 


1 


ditto 


ditto. 




Daniel Leary, wife, and five 
children. 


J 


X 


6 


ditto 


Kenmore. 




James Norman, wife, and 
one child. 


1 


1 


X 


ditto 


Traleo Union. 
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11 Poor Persona Removed from England and Wnk'x to Ireland, from 1 dun. ln<17 



Col'Kl'' an ^ Ul,I0N ’ Name of Poor Person. 
Glamorgan — continued. 

***** ■ | P 'So“ y ' , ' ifo 

Catliorino Houro and one 
child. 



Hinliyr Tydfil 



Male. I Female. 



Pontypridd - 



Montgomery 
Uunfyllin . 



Margivrot. Smith 
William Singleton - 
Catliorino Sullivan - 
Ann Murry - 
Thomas Gabriel 
Mary Swoemsy 
Mary Grant - 
Mary Lmiry - 
Mary Loudon - 
Ellon Carry - 
Johanna Shoa 
Bridget Shea - 
John Lions 
Miolmol Bryan 
Ellen Collins - 
Betsey Fitzpatrick - 
Joliuunu Sullivan 
Margaret Power 
Margaret. Crowley - 
Justin M'Curty 
Ilonora Grady 
Mike Muhoney 
Ann Bin 

Catherine O’Nunl - 
James Kinsey 
John Fitzpatrick 
Ann Wlntolati - 
Jorry Folov 
Phillip Hyde - 



Catherine Slice anti her two 
children. 

Hannah Hall and hor four 
children. 

Bridget Kilniutn and her 
throe children. 

Elizabotli Ryan 
Mary Collins - 
Catliorino Duggan - 

Alice Wholan 
Mary Finn 
Ellon Lynch - 
Catherine Bolton 
Johanna M'Gruth - 
Julia Sullivan 
Catherine O’Neal - 
Ellon Kenny - 
James Coatein 
Margnrot Burry 
Julia Smithy - 
John Croon - 
Mary Colbert - 
Margaret Barron 
Mary Shea 
Anno Shehan - 
Mury Anne Taifo - 
Bridget Powar 
Ellen O’Hearn 
Mary Connor - 
Elizabeth Sullivan - 



Thomas Roiloy 



Children p IOI „ w ha.t j» 0 
under 



Milford - 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 

Newport - 
ditto 
ditto 

Milford - 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 

Newport - 
ditto 
ditto 

Milford 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

Liverpool - 
Milford - 
ditto 
ditto 

Milford - 
ditto 
ditto 



Milford Iltivon 
ditto 

ditto 

Swansea - 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto - 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 

Holyhead * 



31 Dec. 1869 — continued. 



To what Place sent. 



Fcrmoy Union. 
Cork Union. 



Cork Union. 

Mallow Union. 
Yonghal Union. 

Cork Union. 

Bundon Union. 
Yskibberun Union. 
Cork Union. 

Lismore Union, 
ditto. 

Cork Union. 
Killarney Union. 
Mill-street Union. 
Lismore Union. 
Kinsale Uniou. 

Cork Uniou. 

Mallow Union. 
Kinsale Union. 
Waterford Union. 
Cork Union. 
Caharsarun Union. 
Killarney Union. 
Clionorkitty Union. 
Dungarvan Union. 
Clomnol Union. 
Cork Union. 

Newry Union. 
Yonghal Union. 
Bundon Union. 
C.'ork Union. 

. Castletown Union. 

Dungannon Union. 

Ban try Union. 



Fcrmoy, Ireland, 
ditto. 

Cork, Ireland. 

. Dungarvan. 

. Kimnoir. 

. Kinturk. 

. Clonmel. 

_ Kihnaothonms. 

. Castletown. 

. Waterford. 

. Galway. 

. Middleton. 

Rnthkeale. 

. Kincrosky. 

Dungarvan. 

. ditto. 

. Waterford. 

ditto. 

. ditto. 

. Cork. 

. Kilmacthomas. 

ditto. 

. Cork. 

. Castletown. 

. Dublin. 



SUMMARY 
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RETURNS RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL. 



SUMMARY of Number of Persons Removed from England and Wales to Ireland, 
from 1st January 186? to 31st December 1869. 



1 


Adults. j 


Children 
under 16. 


Total. 




Male. 


Female, j 


ENGLAND : 


1 


j 






Chester 


2 


3 


1 


6 


Cornwall ------- 


1 


2 


5 


8 


Cumberland ------- 


2 


3 


4 


9 


Derby -------- 


■ - 


1 


2 


3 


Devon -------- 


2 


1 


2 


5 


Dorset 


1 




3 


4 


Durham - 


4 


11 


44 


59 


Kent - -- -- -- - 


20 


33 


65 


318 


Lancaster ------- 


391 


309 


371 


1,13! 


Leicester - ------ 




1 




1 


Middlesex ------- 


| 203 


262 


224 


689 


Northumberland ------ 


2 


3 


4 


9 


Southampton ------- 


15 


16 


39 


70 


Stafford -------- 


*7 


18 


56 


81 


Surrey 


20 


*> 


54 


106 


Warwick ------- 


4 


13 


36 


53 


Westmorland ------- 


2 






2 


Worcester ------- 




3 


4 


7 


York (West Riding) 


6 


10 


19 


34 


Total of England - - - 


681 


781 


933 


2,396 


WALES: 










Glamorgan ------- 


28 


72 


154 


254 


Montgomery ------- 


1 


* 


* 


1 


Total of Wales - - - 


29 


7S 


154 


255 


Total of England and Wales - - - 


710 


853 


1,087 


2,650 
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SCOTLAND. 



RETURN of all Toon Pkesons Removed from Scotland to Ireland from the 
1 st January 1867 to. 3 1 st December 1869. 
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Castlebianey. 

I Clones. 
Manorbatnilto 
Ballycaatlo. 



Elizabeth Murphy 

I Patrick Hanley 
Margaret Mooney 
Christopher Ward 
Thomas Maloney 
Helen Bryne Reilly 
Stephen M‘Gillon - 
Edward M'Cann - 



Mohill. 

tSST 

Carrick-on-Sn 



Mary O'Neil - 
| Arthur and Susan Meeghan 

William Andrew - 
Mary Foley - - 

I .Ann M*Guire - 
Helen Ward Brown 
Bridget Rourke Kidilty 
Helen M'Ginn Dunlop 
Alexander Thomson 
Henry Donnolley - 
Archibald Mooney - 
I George Dobson 
Bridget Gibblin - 
John Macmanus - 
Mary Green - - ■ 
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JuoMHogbe. - - 




> 






Peter CuDon°-' nS - 




1 


- 




Elizabeth Stewart - 




: 


} 




Eliza Keith * - - - 




7 


l 




Ehzlibeth Murphy - - 




: 


} 




Felix and Rose Coyle Adair 






5 




Mary Collins Larery 




: 


} 




Elizabeth KeiU.^ - - 




; 






Hannah Connery Caroline 






; 




Mary^earny - - - 






! 




Mary M'Goni^d - 






\ 




Margaret Gibson Collins - 
William Robinson - 




i 


: 




ElizabethM'Donald 






I 




Mary Halidfy Scott - 




: 


j 




Arthur Cannon 
Bridget Cassidy Gormley. 




7 


1 




William Brown 

Helen Cassidy Madden - 

Mary Brady Hughes 

SdfBSoEi.: 




: 


j 




Mary Clark hl'Guire Quin 






1 


North Leith 


Widow Margaret Malloney or 


“ 




1 




Peter Maokie - 




I 


‘ 








' 


‘ 
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Jedburgh- 
Kelso - 
Melrose - 

Galashiels 
Selkirk - 



Portpatrick 

Stoneykirk 



Margaret M'Cready 
Ann Fitspntriok 
Michael White 
Robert Kennedy 
Frank Patton • 



Patrick O'Hare 
Catherine Flinn M 'Cowan 
Mary Murray 



Elisabeth Docherty or Robinson 

Joseph Paxton 

Agnes MAually or Dongan 

John Newton - 

John M‘Conn - - " 

Mary Denham or Baird - 



Fermanagh. 

Sligo and Ballina. 
Dnndalk. 







• Londonderry. 

Belfast. 

Hamilton-Manor. 




Donaghadee. 

Gorvachy. 

Banbridge. 



Board of Supervision, 
Edinburgh, 20 July 1870. 
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RETURNS RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL. 



SUMMARY of Number of Persons Removed from Scotland to Ireland from 
1st January 1867 to 31 st December 1869. 





Adults. 


Children 


Total. 


COUNTY. 


Male. 


Female. 


under 16. 


Argyle - - - - 


1 


3 


1 


4 


Ayr 


22 


32 


80 


134 


Clackmannan ■ 


1 


1 


4 


6 


Dumbarton 


3 


10 


35 


48 


Dumfries - - - - 


3 




■ 


3 


Edinburgh - 


SG 


97 


131 


314 


* 

Fife 




3 


3 


5 


Forfar - 


1 


6 


18 


25 


Kincardine * 


- 


- 


2 

• 


2 


Kirkcudbright ■ 


• 


2 




2 


Lanark - 


107 


152 


245 


504 


Linlithgow ... 


2 


2 


2 


6 


Perth - 


1 


- 


- 


1 


Renfrew .... 


33 


51 


84 


168 


Roxburgh - 


5 


4 


7 


16 


Selkirk - 


2 


1 


3 


6 


Stirling - 


1 


4 


- 


5 


Wigtown - 


6 


: s 


11 


22 




274 


371 


G2G 


1,271 
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CORRESPONDENCE relating to the following Cases of Removal from 
England and Wales to Ireland. 



PAGE 



I. Elizabeth Finn and four Children from Toxtetli Park to Wexford- 

II. Mary Barry and Children from Westminster 

III. Mary Landers and Children from Swansea to Dublin - 

IV. Ellen Haley from Spitalfields to Limerick 

V. Jolianna Coglilan and four Children from Stepney Union - 

YI. Mary Horrigan and four Children from Greenwich to Skibbereen 

VII. Ellen Keatinge (a married Woman deserted by her Husband) from liverpool 

to Tullamore 

VIII. Jane Spence (bom in Ireland of English parents) from the Strand Union to 

Larne Union - - - - 

IX. Catherine Stewart from Westminster Union to Dublin 

X. Catherine Neill and three Children from Bridgend and Cowbridge Union to 
Enniscorthy - ----- 



63 

07 

74 

8° 

84 

88 

93 

109 

110 

123 



Case of Elizabeth Finn and Four Children removed from Toxteth Park 
to Wexford. 



No 1.— Extract from Minutes of Proceedings of the Board of Guardians of 
Wexford Union, dated 13th January 1866. 

Read a warrant dated (itl> January 1866, from under the hands of John Campbell and 
T. O. Underwood, Esquires, for tho removal of Elizabeth Plan and her four children 
from the township of Toxteth Bark, in the county of .Lancaster, to the Poor Law Union 

° f SteeL that a copy of the warrant, together with the answers returned by the woman 
to the inquiries annexed to Commissioners’ letter of 21st June 1864:, he forwarded to them 
by the Clerk, with the copy of the Guardians’ minutes of this clay. 



No. 2.— Copt of Warrant referred to in foregoing Minute, dated 6th January 1866. 

To the Guardians of the Poor of the Township of Toxteth Park, in the County °* 
caster, and to the Guardians of the Poor of the Wexford Union, m the County oi 
Wexford, in Ireland. 

County of Lancaster, to wit : 

Whereas complaint is now made by the Guardians of the Poor of the sai Her ^Mai est v’s 
Toxteth Park, in the comity of Lancaster, unto us, the xindewgned, two of Her Majesty s 
Justices of the Peace, in and for the said county, m Petty Session . ’ . . 

pool, in the said county of Lancaster, that Elizabeth Emu, now ^d township 

years, a person born in Ireland, hath become and is now, cllM 'g a e ^ e pe \ 0 en f^ it ne a s, P 

of Toxteth Park. And whereas, upon examination of Om Doid-^abc^EmBr tjen 
upon oath before us, it doth appear to our. satisfaction that s , e ii s .° f j tha f the 

thirty-two years, and was born m the parish or place of Howlot, i tt i t af 0 re- 

last place of her residence for the space of three years m Irelan exempt from 

said, and that she hath not a settlement in England, and is 

removal; and that she hath four children, videlicet, Margare » vea rs or there- 

John, aged eleven years; Thomas, aged eight years ; and Mary, ag 7 otherwise 

abouts, which said children have gained no settlement m P n g^ > > . - wji za i )e th Finn as 
exempt from removal. And whereas we have duly examined tie ^ J jabeth h mn^as 
to the state of health of herself and of her said children, and ai mental iniury 

respectively in such a state of health as not to be liable to suffer bodily or mental injury 
by removal to Ireland under this warrant. These 
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TW ™ therefore to require you, the Guardians of the Poor of toe said township of 

iSSo^^ 

land, to he delivered at the workhouse of thejard Union of Wexftud. 

Given under our bauds and seals this eighteen* day of .Decent!**, in the year of Our 

John Campbell. 

T. O. Underwood. 



Lord One thousand eight hundred and sixty*™. 



a ropy of Ass-ms to Inquiries directed to be made in Commissioners' Circular 
N ^ "Letter, dated 21st dune 1864 (referred to in foregoing Mnmte No. 1). 

1. Date of warrant or copy [send copy if received] 1— Sixth January 1866. 

2. Date of embarkation?— Tenth January 1866. 

3. Name of the port at which the embarkation took place ?— Liverpool. 

4. How sent; as a deck passenger or otherwise?— As a deck passenger. 

5. When and by whom delivered at the workhouse ?-Wardemaster of Smithdown-lane 
Workhouse, Toxteth Park. 

6 How long is it since the pauper left Ireland? Twenty-seven years. 

Oulart, county of Wexford, 
of Oulart, and county of Wexford. 

9. How long had the pauper resided iu such place before leaving Ireland ?-Twenty- 
seven years about. 

10 Where was the pauper residing in England or Scotland when he became chargeable 
J v °e *e uanTe of the niton, and fiso of toe parish or township, tf possible j ?-No. 3, 
Wolf-street, township of Toxteth Park, county of Lancaster. 

11. How long bad be resided there — Eour years residing at No. 3, Woolf-street, with- 
out leaving it. 

1 2 If less than three years, give as accurately as possible the particulars of previous 
resilencc for Seast thrl years, stating in all cases, if possible, tlie name of the union 
and of the parish or township ?— Read answer to query 11. 

13. If the pauper is a widow, when did her husband die?— See answer to query 14. 

14 If the pauper is a married woman deserted by her husband, how long is it since 
the desertion toT place ?-Is a married woman ; her husband did not desert her or her 
liaSSnt went to search of employment. She state, no better husband could be than 
he was. 

a. Where was the husband bora?— Born in Liverpool. _ . , _ 

h Had he ever received relief from any parish or union m England or Scotland. 

if so, at what time and from what parish or union?- His wife states he never received 

P T Where did he last reside?— No. 3, Court, Woolf-street, township of Toxteth Park, 

county of Lancaster. 

d. How long had he resided there ?— For four years. 



Ho. 4. — Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. Hamilton, Poor Law Inspector. 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

e- 18 January 1866. 

The ’Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Belief of the Poor m r °* n f 
transmit to you herewith the answers to the usual inquiries in regard ^ 

Elizabeth Finn and her children, who have been removed under warrant 

ship of Toxteth Park to the workhouse of Wexford Union ; the removal warrant 

The Commissioners request that yon will be so good as to examine the J°“^ ic ^ rg 
oath as to the circumstances of her removal, and learn from her P 1 ® 0 J^ich ter 
regarding her past residence ; the time when, and the circumstances under hu ’ band 
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, * 3 i e f t h er • and the precise place in Liverpool of her husband’s birth, naming the 

parish or township if possible ; also as much of his history and present place of abode as 

' h Y?u Sbe goo 11 enough to return tile enclosed documents with your report. 

By Order of the Commissioners, 

To W. Hamilton, Esq., A Chief Clerk - 

Fiddown, Piltown. 



2vf 0i 5. Letteb from tho Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
gj r 19 January 1866. 

Tiie Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of ffie Poor m Ireland 
acknowledge the receipt of the warrant for the removal ot Elizabeth Finn and her family 
from the tmvnlaiul of Toxtcth Park, together with answers to the usual inquiries m regard 
to her urevious residence, and other particulars relating to the removal ; and in reference 
thereto, the Commissioners desire to inform the Board of Guardians that they have 
thought it right to instruct their inspector, Mr. Hamilton, to examine the woman on oath 
on the subject- of ber removal, and also in reference to her husband s place of birth and 
nrevious residence, and tlie circumstances under which he left her. . . ,, 

P The Commissioners will address the Board of Guardians again on receiving Mr 
Hamilton’s report; and in the meantime they suggest that application should be made to 
the Guardians of Toxteth Park for a copy of the depositions on wffich the wairant of 
removal was granted, and which they are bound, by the 3rd section of the Act 25 & 
26 Viet. e. 76, to furnish on application. 



To the Clerk, Wexford Union. 



By Order of the Commissioners, 

B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 



No. 6 . — Report from Mr. Hamilton, Poor Law Inspector, to tie Commissioners, 
p Fiddown, 25 January 1866. 

In compliance with tho instructions convoyed to me in your letter of the 18th rnstimt. 
No. 10S2/V-6, I hiivo examined Elizabeth Ernn, and I now beg to forward her statement 

°°l“mvc no means of testing tho accuracy of her statement ; I have, however, as you will 
see, obtained such details as will facilitate any further inquiry into her ease at Toxteth 

Pi It'sccms to me that there are sufficient grounds to question her liability to removal to 

The circumstances attending her removal arc fully detailed. 

The Board of Guardians of Wexford Union have written for a copy of the depositions 
m I begto return the documents which accompanied your letter. 

I have, &c. 

W. J. Hamilton. 

I beg to state that Oulart is in the Union of Enniscorthy. 

The Poor Law Commissioners. 



Minutes of Evidence enclosed in the foregoing Report. 

Elizabeth Finn, duly sworn, states— I am a married woman, and the mother of five 
children. I am about 42 years of age. I was born at Monavullen, in the parish 
of Oulart, about five miles from Enniscorthy. I first left my home the summer ot the 
year the Queen wub crowned. I was only a child when I left Ireland. I went to Eiver- 
nnnl • wna om-vrmt tWp ; then went to the Cheshire side of the river. I was married 



uuuj.; was a servant mere ; meu nou- w mo wunon-.v ».uv v. ------ , , . . -w, 

in the R. C. Chapel of Birkenhead, about 22 years ago. My husband is an Eng- 
lishman. He always told me he was born and brought up in Liverpoo . o n 
know in what precise place in Liverpool, or^tlm name of the parish. . R ^ 



husband’s name is Owen Finn. I cannot tell whether he was of Irish origin. , 
labourer. I do not know where he is now. He left me to go and look ■ nfl 

days before I went into the workhouse at Smithdown-lane, Toxteth Park. y , 
and I lived with our family in Henderson-street, Toxteth Park, for eight years. § 

the number. We then removed into Bedford-street, Toxteth Park. N°> > 
street. We were 12 months there. Then into Albert-street, No. 3. This was m lox- 
teth Park too. Then to No. 6, John-street, ToxtethPark; three yes ars there then 
Stanhope-street, No. 5 , Court, in Toxteth Park too. We then removed *25,Opwood- 
street, Northend, not in the Toxteth Park district; it is about four mdes from Toxteth 
Park. We removed according to the work; for the last four years we have lived at 
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Wolf-street, Toxteth Park, No. 3,Coiirt, We never left it all those four years. WeUved 
m the same house. It was in the Toxteth Park Union. I don t know the name of the 
parish or township. I only know our chape was St. Patrick's Chapel My husband was 
for 12 years in one employment, Mr. Miller’s. He always supported his family, and 
kept us out of the union; hat, work becoming scarce, he went to Amerna some months 
ago to try and do better for us. He left us afi at home (No. 8, Court), Wolf-Street. On 
his arrival in America his health failed, and he came home again. He was away, altogether, 
five months. About six weeks before he came back, I was forced to seek relief tor my- 
self and children (four) my oldest being at sea. The eldest of my children now with me 
is 13, Margaret ; Johnny, 11 ; Jemmy, eight; and Mary, four. We were allowed S t a 
week for sfx weeks. I then went before the Board, and told them my husband had re- 
turned from America, and that he had again gone to look for work ■ they then said I had 
hotter come into the poorhonse, and I did so. I brought the children with me, leaving 
my furniture and things in a neighbour’s house, lbs. Crfrey s house. Market-court, 
Rathborue-street I was five weeks in the poorhouse. About a fortnight after I had 
been there, I was taken before a magistrate. I don’t kno w his name. He told the pass- 
master I had been too long in the country, and he could not pass me. The passmaster 
said I was Irish He said he dared say I was, and did not doubt it ; but he could not 
pass me, especially as I had seeu my husband so lately. All my children were born in 
England, and registered in England; three were born in Liverpool, and two in Cheshire; 
my°eldest son is 21. I have been once in Ireland since I wa a married, about 13 
years ao-o. I was only one week at my sister’s, who lives near Oulart. My husband never 
was in Ireland to my knowledge, nor were any of my children until now. 

When I asked for my discharge from the workhouse to go and get tidings oi my hus- 
band, the master of the workhouse said he had a warrant to pass me to Ireland, and I 
was sent off against my wish. I resisted, and three officers escorted me to the steamer, 
and a pair of handcuffs was sent, to be used if necessary. The children cried, and begged 
me to go quietly, so that I might not be handcuffed ; at a moments notice 1 was sent off 
like a prisoner. „ , _ , , . 

We embarked at Liverpool on the 10th of January. We were deck passengers, but 
we c*ot shelter in the hold with some sailors and others who were passengers. We had a 
fearful passage, and the children suffered a deal. It blew so hard that the vessel could 
not get into Wexford, but had to run for Ballyhack. We then came here, a distance of 
25 miles on an open car, and the children were quite benumbed with cold when 
they reached Wexford, at 11 £ o’clock on Thursday night. We were accompanied by a 
paid officer of Toxteth Park Union. I don’t know his name. I last saw my husband 
three days before I went into the workhouse, and I was about five weeks there, to the 
best of my knowledge. My husband never received relief from any parish. I don’t 
know where my husband is. He was always a good husband and a good father, and had 
I been let out of the workhouse I could have found him. He always went to bis place of 
worship. I am sure he has returned before this, and it is no fault of mine that I am not 
there to meet him. I am sure my things are all safe. My sailor son is now on his way 
home from Calcutta. The master of Toxteth Park Union told me that if I wrote to him 
he would tell my son where I had gone on his arrival, as I said I feared when he found 
his home broken up he might go to the bad. 

her 

Sworn before me this 23rd day of January 1866. ^ mark ’ 

W. J. Hamilton, Poor Law Inspector. 

Witness, Catherine Furlong, Matron. 



No. 7. — Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir 26 January 1866. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Belief of the Poor in Ireland desire 
to acquaint the Board of Guardians of Wexford Union that they have received Mr. 
Hamilton’s report, with the deposition of Catherine Finn, taken by him on the 23rd in- 
stant, in reference to her removal, with her four children, from. the township of Toxteth 
Park ; but, before advising the Guardians on the subject, they wish to see the depositions 
on which the warrant of removal purports to have been granted, which the Commissioners 
believe the Guardians have already applied for, as suggested by them. 

By Order of the Commissioners, 

To the Clerk of Wexford Union. B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 



No. 8 . — Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 2 February 1866. 

Beeerring to their letter of the 26th ultimo, on the subject of the removal of. Elizabeth 
Finn and her four children from the township of Toxteth Park to the workhouse of the 
Wexford Union, the Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Belief of the Ppor in 

Ireland 
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Ireland desire to state that, as the question of the liability of Elizabeth Finland her 
children to be removed to Ireland appeared open to considerable doubt, the Commissioners 
° desirous of seeing the depositions on which the warrant was granted, but as those 
V n uions do not appear to have been yet furnished to the Guardians, the Commissioners 
now forward a copy of the woman’s statement on oath, as made to Mr. Hamilton, Poor 

^From Ste statement it appears that, apart from the question of the liability of the 
woman and her children to removal, there were several irregularities and some hardship 

m In°the 3 fi'rst place, it appears that if removable to Ireland at all the family ought to have 
been sent to the Enuiscorthy Union, and not to the Wexford Union. 

Tt would also appear from her statement that the only magistrate before whom she was 
taken stated that she was not removable, and declined to grant the order ; and if this 
statement is true it would appear that the warrant which was subsequently obtained and 
under which she was removed, was not obtained in accordance with the provisions of the 

Poor Removal Acts. , ,, . . c ,, 

The family were removed as deck passengers, contrary to the provisions of the 6th 
section of the 24 & 25 Viet. c. 76, by which the guilty parties have rendered themselves 

'“rtofteabta 1 rci noval’of the woman against her will (handcuffs being produced to her, 
though not actually used), without allowing her an opportunity of seeing after her 
furniture, appears to have been an act of harshness though not any violation, probably, of 

^HiTmain question, however, appears to be whether the woman was removable at all to 
Ireland If her husband, who appears to be an Englishman, has a settlement in England, 
and if that settlement is known, the family ought to have been removed to the place of 
Ue settlement. The depositions, however, do not contain sufficient mformation on this 
nokt mTit becomes a question for the Guardians' consideration whether they w. incur 
point, anu Piurlaud. to ascertain what the facts really are. 



the expense of a preliminary inquiry m England, to asceitam what the faets reany 
and the place of tlio husband’s settlement, which can be done at tiifling expense. 

The costs of an appeal against the removal, under the 7th section of the Act 28 & 27 
Viet e °89, would bo more serious, but in the event of the appeal, being successful, the 
vu-t. o. op, nuu , , maintenance and their re- 



costs of both proceedings, as well as the costs of the paupers maintenance and their re- 
transmission to the union from which they have been removed, would he payable by the 
Board of Guardians of that union ; and if the Guardians flunk an appeal desirable, and 
wffl lass a resolution in terms of the section above referred to ?a copy of which is 
Inclosed), agreeing to pay tile costs, the Commissioners will at once take the necessary 
steps in the matter. 



To tho Clerk of Wexford Union. 



By Order of the Commission era, 

B. Banks , Chief Clerk. 



No. 9.-EXTUAOT from Minutes of Proceedings of the Board of Guardians of Wexford 
Union, dated 3rd February 1866. 

Euan Letter, No. 1G95/-66, dated 2nd February -186* 

Finn's statement on oath in reference to her removal from Toxteth Paik townamp to 

“.'Unanimously, That this Board of “S S ^ kTwS toto 

the removal of Elisabeth Finn .end her four .^“^^^“wpSes eon- 

sequent^on CoLLsione?s will take 

“ That a oo^y of tho correspondence in reference “ ' M T w5l a requit that he will, 

four children be transmitted by the clerk to Mr. George, M-P-wima^ eq 
at tho proper time, bring the matter under the notice of Parliament. 

No. 10 . — Letteb from the Commissioners to Messrs. MM & Barra * Selioitera 

Poor Law Commission Othce, -LraDiin, 

9 February 1866. 

TH^Colnmiesionera for Administering the Laws for ^thflte^rovishnis 

that you will be so good as to make a preliminary mq iry, .^. . s k ou ld appear likely 

of the Act 26 & 27 Viet. c. 89, sec. 7, with a view and her 

to he attended with success, against a warrant for_ the removal ot IAitbm 
four children from Toxtcth Park to Wexford Union. • , -n r( j 0 f Guardians, together 

The copy of the warrant received by ? sS to qlesSa put to fir on 

with a copy of the statement made by Elizabeth • jto|on on oath by the Poor Law 

her arrival at the workhouse, aud of her subsequent examination on ny 

8 . 12 
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Inspector, axe herewith enclosed, together with a copy of theGuardians’ resolution expressing 
then* desire to appeal against tlie warrant. .. , , , 

It wane seen irom these documents tint there were, according to the womans state- 
ment various irregularities attending the obtaining and execution of the warrant, which, 
M l* observed” orders her removal to a union with which she had no previous connec- 
tion either by birth or residence, Onlart, her place of birth and lust residence in Ireland 
being in tb/Enniscorthy Union and not in the 'Wexford Union ; but, independently of 
thesf circumstances, which would not, the Commissioners presume, constitute any ground 
for an appeal against the warrant under the section above referred to, it will be seen that 
Elizabeth Film states that her husband is an Englishman and was bom m Liverpool, and 
the Commissioners presume that if this is the fact, arid if her husband’s settlement is known 
she aT her children (who were all horn in England) ought to have . been removed, it 
removable at all, to tbe husband’s place of settlement, and not to Ireland. 

The Commissioners request that you will be so good as to return the copy of the 
warrant of removal, with your report of the result of your preliminary inquiry. 

By Order of tbe Commissioners, 

To Messrs. Marsh & Barratt, Solicitors, B. Ranis, Chief Clerk. 

Warrington. 



No. 11. Letter from the Commissioners to tbe Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin. 
gj r 23 February 1866. 

With reference to previous correspondence on tbe subject of tbe removal of EUzabeth 
Finn and her four children from the township of Toxteth Park to the workhouse of the 
Wexford Union, the Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor m 
Ireland desire to state that they understand from their inspector, Mr. Hamilton, that he 
has been informed that Elizabeth Finn and her children have left the workhouse, a brother 
of EUzabeth Finn having taken them out with the intention of sending them to England. 
The Commissioners request that they may be informed whether this information is 

correct. Order of tbe Commissioners, 

j B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To tbe Clerk of Wexford Union. 



No. 12. — Extract from Minutes of Proceedings of the Board of Guardians of Wexford 
Union, dated 24th February 1866. 



Read letter from the Commissioners, dated 23rd February 1866, requesting to 
informed if Elizabeth Finn and her children has left the workhouse. _ 

Ordered, that the Commissioners be informed that the information which they 1 
received from Mr. Hamilton in reference to this woman and her children is correct. 



No. 13. — Letter from Messrs. Marsh & Barratt to the Commissioners. 



g- r Warrington, 26 February 1866. 

We beg to enclose herewith our report of the preliminary inquiry into the facts 
connected with the removal of EUzabeth Finn and family from Toxteth Park. We send 
also all the documents which formed the enclosures accompanying your letter ot the 9th 



instant. 



The Secretary to the Poor Law 
Commissioners, Dublin. 



We are, &c. 

(signed) Marsh & Barratt. 



No. 14.— Report of Preliminary Inquiry enclosed in foregoing Letter. 
Wexford Union. 

Report of Messrs. Marsh & Barratt to the Commissioners for Administering the Laws 
for Relief of tbe Poor in Ireland, on a preUminary Inquiry under the Act 26 & 27 Yict. 
c. 89, s. 7, as to the Removal of Elizabeth Finn and her Four Children from Toxteth 
Park, Lancashire, to Wexford Union. 

The undersigned beg to report that we have been for seven days engaged in making a 
diligent inquiry into the circumstances of this removal. Of the . difficulties which have 
attended our inquiry some idea may be formed when we mention the. fact that Mrs. 
Caflrey, the neighbour in Market-court, mentioned in the pauper’s deposition, had died a 
fortnight before our inquiry commenced ; and of aU the inhabitants of No. 3, bourt, 
WoolLstreet, such is the migratory nature of the population, that one only had resided 
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.. fol . a longer period than a week. We succeeded, however, in ascertaining that 
Finn had returned and removed his furniture, and had been seen by a provision 
Viler named Doyle, to whom lie owed a small shop bill, and to whom lie would not give 
V. .ddress Either from this circumstance, or from his distrusting for other reasons the 
Sflert of our inquiry, wo have no doubt he has during a whole week been purposely 
Sine- all attempts to find him. Wo succeeded, however, in tracing him to the works 
of the threat Northern Extension Railway at Liverpool, tlieuce to a quarry at Everton, 
thence to Bootle ; and eventually, from assistance aftorded to us through the influence of 
toe Rev. Canon Chapman, of St. Werburgh’s Roman Catholic Chapel, Birkemiead, and 
toe Rev P. Power, of St. Anthony's Roman Catholic Chapel, Liverpool, we succeeded 
to finding Owen Finn living at No. 7 house, No. 28, Court, Hornby-strcet, Liverpool. 

His S, Elisabeth Finn, and three of the four children removed, arc living with lmn, 

that Owen Finn is an EnnHshman. He states 
that lie was brought from Ireland when about nine years of age by Ins father and mother, 
w never heard from what part of Ireland lie came. We have seen Ins ante, .named 
Regan, who is living in Stanloy-conrt, Drydon-street, Sootland-rood, and is a little oldei 
;v ° ta- ,, R i m non oulv eive the same information. „ _ 

^ Before seeing him we had ascertained from Messrs. Williams and Jones, of 32, Castle- 
street Liverpool, the house agents who have the management of the property in No 3, 
Court Woollstreet, that the date of Finn's entry into the tenancy of that house was the 
16th March 1863 ; and as the pauper in her statement to toe Poor Law Inepeetoi had 
riven he ° last previous residence at 25, Hopwood-street, North End, we conadered it 
^necessary to malic further inquiries on that head. On its being pointed out to Finn 
and his wife that this did not give as long a residence m No. 3, Court, its had W stated, 
he assorted that lie had lived for a month previous m another house in toe same court, 
and Ms“fe wished to extend the statement to two months. We place no reliance on 
this assertion and if true it is unimportant, as toe period during which the pauper was 
this assCTtaon, ann li r excluded from the computation of time necessary to 

LXto g e r «“— ^ bto,^d toe wife and fatoUy Lm to have been 

would hive arisen as to tfe effect of the husband’s absence in America, which, on the 
& We a8 rd W S r £‘ r d iupir' ““S & of Owen Finn, though she has not 
■tatetl truly ^g 44 m,l 'ive°seaTjicd to^rin^hc^^ster ^T^Werb^gh’s^durlng 

iliiiigSSi 

^p^ed^t^t/Anthor^s^im^u^Cathoho Ch^el, hut^iave'not thonght it necessary to 

irremovable from Toxtetli Parle ; but t ¥j ® 1 Elections S it should be thought worth 
of removal appears to us to he open to fatal obj » havino' left Ireland and 

while to appeal against it, under the cucumstances .of the ^eve may be in 

returned to Liverpool, and havmg regard moreove 

again searching for the paupers, and procuri D Amer i ca fi e was clearly resident m 

From the moment of the husband s return .. . j p: s subsequent absence in 

Toxteth Park where his wife and family J?®*® , 05 -unless it was a desertion of his 

search of work was no interruption of ^s re ® £ r ] e > 3 definition of desertion, B. v. 

wife and children, which (having regard to JV . , gaging. Consequently 

All Saints’, Derby, 14 2 B. 220) there headV tot 

relief given to his wife and children was relief g raQce before the magistrates, 

family, and no valid order could be made, excep IP ^ 0 £ Coleridge, J., 

or at least on the return of a summons served upon him. bee remarks 

in the case above quoted. . , +1 i 111R ha n d and not the wife was 

The removal ought to have been to the • ” H t be ascertained, then to 

horn, or ifhis place of birth or residence in 

the most convenient port, under the 24 & 25 V ic . . > T ' ; ng . any ground of removal 

The warrant of removal is bad on the face j u v oq & 27 Yict. c. 89, in not 

to Wexford Union. It departs from the form provided 1*28 ^7 ^ Board’s 

alleging Oulartthe place o/birfh to be m Wexford Union, and appe 
instructions in this case that it is in fa0 * “ a ?° , ^regularity in the making of the 

The pauper’s evidence alleges anothei P „ , w b e nshe was before the magistrates, 

order. She alleges in fact that the order wa . , j n t bi 3 respect is corroborated 

and subsequently made behind her hack, an from Liverpool on the 10th 

by the appearance of the document itself. She embarlcea irom r January, 

8. 1 3 
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January, having been about five weeks in the workhouse, which would bring the date of 
her admission to about the 6th December. 

She was taken before the magistrates when she had been about a fortnight in the 
workhouse, which would bring us to about the 20th, and the warrant appears to have 
been filled up ready for signature on the 18th (a very close approximation to the dates 
derived from her statement), and subsequently altered to the 6th January, the name of 
the pauper as the person given evidence being at the same time altered to “ a competent 
person.” The form given by the Act does not require the names of the witnesses to be 
given, but it does require the name of the person making the application for the warrant; 
and its omission in this case may be worth noticing in the grounds of appeal, if an appeal 
be determined on, in respect of the more serious irregularities. 

Marsh & Barratt, 

Warrington, 26 February 1866. 



No. 15. — Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 2 March 1866. 

Adverting to previous correspondence on the subject of the removal of Elizabeth 
Finn and her four children from the township of Toxteth Park, Liverpool, to the work- 
house of the Wexford Union, the Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of 
the Poor in Ireland now transmit herewith, for the information of the Board of Guardians, 
a copy of a report which they have received from Messrs. Marsh & Barratt, solicitors, 
on the preliminary inquiries made by them into the circumstances of the removal in this 
case. 

The Commissioners desire at the same time to state that, looking to the fact that the 
woman and her children have now returned to Liverpool, and have rejoined her husband 
there, it seems scarcely worth the expense of proceeding with an appeal on the grounds 
suggested in the report, though the Commissioners place the fullest reliance on Messrs. 
Marsh & Barratt’s view of the case. 

The Commissioners intend, however, to place the case before the Government, as an 
instance of the irregularities practised in England by poor law authorities in availing 
themselves of the present law of removal, and to point out the harshness of separating 
his wife and children from Owen Finn on the unsustained ground of his having deserted 
them. 

By Order of the Commissioners, 

To the Clerk of Wexford Union. B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 



No. 16. — Extract from Minutes of Proceedings of the Board of Guardians of 
Wexford Union, dated 3rd March 1866. 

Read letter from the Commissioners, dated 2nd March 1866, forwarding copy of 
report made by Messrs. Marsh and Barratt, in reference to the removal of Elizabeth Finn 
and her children. 

Ordered, that the Commissioners be informed that the Guardians will act on the Com- 
missioners’ suggestion, and not proceed further in the matter. 



No. 17. — Letter from the Commissioners to Messrs. Marsh & Barratt. 

Gentlemen,. Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 9 March 1866. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland 
acknowledge with thanks the receipt of your report of the 26th ultimo, on the preliminary 
inquiries made by you into the circumstances of the removal of Elizabeth Finn and her 
four children, from the township of Toxteth Park, Liverpool, to the workhouse of the 
Wexford Union- 

The Commissioners desire to inform you that they have forwarded a copy of your 
report to the Board of Guardians of Wexford Union, and have stated that, looking to 
the fact that the woman and her children have now returned to Liverpool, and have 
rejoined her husband there, it seems scarcely worth the expense of proceeding with an 
appeal, on the grounds suggested in the report, though the Commissioners place the 
fullest reliance on your view of the case ; and the Board of Guardians, at their meeting 
on the 3rd instant, passed a resolution to the effect that they will not proceed further in 
the matter. 

The Commissioners re quest that you will be so good as to furnish them with your bill 
of costs in the case, with a view to its being placed before the Board of Guardians for 
payment. 

By Order of the Commissioners, 

To Messrs. Marsh & Barratt, B. Banks, 

Solicitors, Warrington. Chief Clerk. 
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ig. Lettish from the Commissioners to the Under Secretary of the Lord 

Lieutenant. 

cj r Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 10 March 1866. 

Tiie Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland 
transmit to you herewith, for the information of his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, a 
conv of correspondence relating to the removal of Elizabeth Finn and her four children, 
aged thirteen, eleven, eight, and four years respectively, from the township of Toxtetb 
Park, Liverpool, to the workhouse of Wexford Union. 

The case is one in which, as the Commissioners are advised, there are good grounds for 
nT1 against the warrant ; but, on consideration of the circumstances mentioned in 

the* report of Messrs. Marsh & Barratt, solicitors, of Warrington, by whom a preliminary 
inquiry has boeu made, in nocordniico with the provisions of the 7th section of the 
Act OB & 27 Viet. c. 89, and of Iho fact tliat the family have returned to England, anil 
™ no longer chargeable to Woxforil Union, tho Commissioners have advised the Board 
of Guardians not to inenr the expense of an ap|,eid, bat have at tlio. same tune stated 
to them that they would bring the case under the notice of Her Majesty s Government m 
Ireland. 

The Commissioners submit that tlio papers show the following state of facts, viz., that 
there was no legal ground for the removal of tho woman and children without the i hus- 
band t that if removable they ought to have beon all removed to the place to which the 
husband would liavo been removable ; and that even according to the w* s place of birth 
and residence in Ireland they ought not to have been removed to , Wexford Union, she 
having boon born and always resided, when in Ireland, at a place situated in Enmscorthy 
Union ; and, lastly, that tho order was made in her absence, the woman not being before 
the magistrates when the warrant was granted, as required by the 1st section of the Act 
24 & 25 Viet. c. 70. 

It will be seen by the woman’s deposition as taken by Mr. Hamilton, that about a 
fortab'lit after slie entered the Toxteth Wk Workhouse, ste was taken before a maps- 
tate who refused to grant a warrant for her removal, and that about tlnee weeks aftei 

Finn, an<l stated that the examination was annexed, and 

186 fl The words referring to the examination of Elizabeth Sum have, howevei, bee 

Act, iloVily has'heen received 

Assuming that the solicitor, who Wto 

correct in their view, that no pretence have Without any colourable pretext 

deserted by lior husband, the “ ?WtUevcral young children from their lather, 

separated by force a wife from her 1 “ T “^™ g in Btonn y weather, at this 
sending them a long sea voyage on the de entreaty of the children who cried to 
inclement season of tho year. „ n ter, that the woman ceased to 

her to go quietly, and not have the handentts put on ne , f ^ ^ lace wliere 

struggle against tile illegal violence of those w . bei . bl ort ier to obtain work, 

her husband was residing, although temporan y afterwards are described in Elizabeth 
The sufferings of tho children during the declared 

Finn’s deposition before the Inspector. per children, and 

Owen Finn to have been a good huBbanil to , lag . ; obtained from her 

this part of her statements ,s ctffl&mod ^tbo fact ot her a by the further fact 
relations in Ireland the means of returning found to be living together, 

that on the recent inquiry made in that town they wen y. foun 1 to* » £JS J 
Such prooecdmgB as these vroulddemmd «enh ^ M y the caae is n0 w presented 
justified by a rigorous construction ot the law Tem0 ving authorities 

to the Commissioners, it appears to them quite “ e XTWnd with thi™°ew L Commis- 
should have the opportunity of explaining them nndm* with 
sioners have submitted the case to his Excellen y 



To General Sir Thomas Larcom, 
Dublin Castle. 



v 0 n., Br 0rCta ° f the C °T7ZT Chief Clerk. 



8 . 



U 
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N 0i x9. Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 

16 March 1866. 

With reference to the letter of the 2nd instant, tlie Commissioners for Administering 
,, T OTOB -Rpijpf of +he Poor in Ireland, transmit, to be laid before the Boaid of 
Guardians of Wexford Union, the accompanying bill, which they have _ received from 
Messrs Marsh & Barratt, solicitors, of the cost incurred m the preliminary inquiries 
made by them into the circumstances of the removal of Ehzabeth Finn and her four 
ddllreu from the township of Toxteth Park, Liverpool., to the workhouse of Werford 
Union amounting to 21 1 15 s. 10 d . ; and the Commissioners request that the Boaid of 
elSSto, the goodness to remit the amonnt to them tor payment to Messrs. 

M The Commissioners desire to express their regret that the expense exceeds what they, 
from previous experience, expected it to he ; which arose from the peculiarity of the case 
and the great difficulty the solicitors appear to have encountered in discovering the 

P *The average expense of preliminary inquiries in previous oases conducted by the same 

SQl otoS is^of great interest and importance in reference to the existing 
state of the law of removal, and tSe case has been brought uuder the special consideration 

of Her Majesty's Government. r , . . 

J J By Order of the Commissioners, 

B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To the Clerk of the Wexford Union. 



•\r n 20 Extract from Minutes of Proceedings of the Board of Guardians of the 

"Wexford Union, dated 17th March 1866, 

Bead letter from the Commissioners, dated 16th March 1866, forwarding rail I of 
Messrs Marsh & Barratt, solicitors, of expenses incurred nil case of Fl ™ "J* 

children Ordered, that a cheque be drawn in favour of Messrs. Marsh & Barratt for 
this sum, and forwarded with minutes of this day to the Poor Law Commissioners who 
will have the goodness to forward to the Guardians solicitors receipt when it will have 
been received by the Commissioners. 



No. 21.— Letter from the Under Secretary of State for the Home Department to the 
Under Secretary of the Lord Lieutenant. 

g- r Whitehall, 7 May 1866. _ 

With reference to your letter of the 19th March, I am directed, by Secretary Sir 
George Grey, to forward to you, for the information of the Lord Lieutenant, the enclosed 
copy of a correspondence which has taken place between the Poor Law Board ancl the 
Guardians of the township of Toxteth Park, in reference to the case of Elizabeth Emu 
and her four children, who were removed thence to the Wexford Union. 

I am, & c. 

(signed) H. Waddington. 

To Major General Sir Thomas Larcom, k.C.b. 



Copt of Correspondence enclosed in foregoing Letter. • 

No. 22. — Letter from the Poor Law Board to the Clerk of the Township of Toxteth 
Park. 

a Poor Law Board, Whitehall, S.W., 

Si Tj 4 April 1866. 

I am directed by the Poor Law Board to forward to you herewith, for the observations 
of the Guardians of the poor of the township of Toxteth Park thereon, a copy of a letter 
and of the enclosures therein referred to, which have been transmitted to them by direc- 
tion of Secretary Sir George Grey, respecting tbe removal of Elizabeth Finn and her 
children from that township to the workhouse of the Wexford Union. ■ 

I am, &c. 

W. Cleaver, Esq., (signed) Enfield , Secretary. 

Clerk to the Guardians of the Poor of the. 

Township of Toxteth Park, 14 Clayton-street, Liverpool. 
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■v 0 23. Letter from the Clerk of the Township of Toxteth Park to the Poor Law 

Board. 

Township of Toxteth Park, 

2, Elliott-street, Clayton-8 quare, Liverpool, 
My Lords and Gentlemen, 30 April 1866. 

I AM directed by the Guardians to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 4th 
instant with the enclosures therein referred to, respecting the removal of Elizabeth Finn 
and her children from the township of Toxteth Park to the workhouse of the Wexford 
Union, and to forward to you the observations of the Guardians thereon. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) William Cleaver, 

The Poor Law Board. Clerk to the Guardians. 



Enclosure in the foregoing Letter. 

Board Room, Township of Toxteth Park, 

26 April 1866. 

•Observations of the Guardians of the Poor of the Township of Toxteth Park, in the 
County of Lancaster, on a Correspondence forwarded to them by the Poor Law Board, 
relative to the Removal of Elizabeth Finn and Children from the said Township of 
Toxteth Park to the Wexford Union in Ireland. 

The order for the removal of these paupers is good in substance, and was not made 
behind the back of the pauper, as stated in the report of Messrs. Marsh and Barratt. The 
■first time Elizabeth Finn was taken before the justices she refused to be sworn, and the 
statement made in her deposition, that the justices declined to grant an order for her 
removal, is false. On this' occasion she stated for the first time that her husband was 
born in Liverpool, and, by the desire of the officer who made the application, the making 
of the order was deferred, to admit of inquiry into the alleged settlement of the husband 
in England. This statement of hers turned out to be another effort to avoid removal, 
and was totally false, like several others, as the report of the gentleman entrusted with 

the preliminary inquiry fully testifies. . ~ « 

As she had refused to be sworn, the order was made upon the evidence of an officer ot 
the township, who had made the fullest inquiry into the whole matter, and she was 
present before the justices at the time the order was made ; this explains the introduction 
into the order of the words, “ A competent witness.” 

The pauper is an untruthful, bad woman, and used the most filthy and disgusting 

unrftaM mo of opinion (differing from Messrs. Marsh and Barratt) that the de- 

M The ImsbanTlefth^wifo and’ children, and she stated that she did not know where 
he was, and his going away cauBed his family to become chargeable to the township; but 
judging from Messrs. Marsh and Barratt’s report, it appeals that he was absent from her 
■by collusion, and to contend that this should not be construed as desertion would be to 
allow the paupers to take advantage of their own wrong-doing. _ . ... 

The woman, with oaths and curses, declined to go, after Being frequently evilly re- 
ouested not to make it necessary for the officers to use force, bhe was remorea from 4e 
workhouse in tlie presence of several members of the Board, who were visiting the ^work- 
house, and of several officers, and all concur that it was cleaily her own foolish resistance 
to a lawful order which rendered necessary the compulsory mems which tlie 
With respect to the allegation that tlie warrant was addressed to the ™ 

Guardians find that the parish officers and the clerks to the 

great difficulty (owing chiefly to the paupers’ purposed returnee, and being, as tm flus lease 
unable to read, writefor spell) in ascertaining the place of 'birth, ,or continued residence 
tor three years in Ireland, their only guide being a 

several unions in Ireland and a map or the country. A dup l , , , ut . ers 

to the Guardians of the Wexford Union several days before the removal of the paupers, 

but they remained perfectly silent on the alleged discrepancy. T , , .. . re _ 

The Guardians dissent Lm the opinion ot Mes ,.rs/Marsb . and Bjrrtt , ffiat Jhe «- 



The Guardians dissent trom me opinion not tn that of the 

moval ought to have been made to the place of the husbands birth, adwt to tom ™ 

g To wammt this course, the husband must have been “ 

■■ tion of the order. The Guardians are also advised ffiat toe war 
i effect as presorihed by -the W t-**^*^*^* 



rant in question was an effect as presermeu uy lug o , section t 

e. 89, the exact form being rendered unnecessary by specific words in the 6th section 

the last-named statute. Ireland as deck 

With reference to the complaint that the paupers were to m 

passengers, the officer who had charge of them states that they were, or might have pee , 

between decks during the whole of their passage. , , other motive than 

The Guardians beg to give the assurance that they are .actuated bynooto«™tiTOffim 
that of carrying out the law in a spirit of humanity an a » ^ en 

■ their expeXI relying to 

exhibited by the authorities in Ireland, and the p meanour, 

8. K 
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meanour, md an inclination, by publishing incredulous reports and sensational paragraphs, 
to provoke public scandal and to throw odium upon Boards of Guardians m England who 
mio-ht seek to avail themselves of a law to remove the chargeabikty of Irish poor, who in 
this township alone cost 1 s. 9 1. out of 2 s. 6 d. in the pound expended in the total relief 
of the poor. 

No. 24.— Letter from the Commissioner to Messrs. Marsh and Barratt. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Gentlemen 15 May 1866. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for the Relief of the Poor m Ireland 
transmit to you herewith a copy of a letter addressed by Mr. Cleaver, Clerk to the Guar- 
diaos of the township of Toxteth Park, to the English Poor Law Board m reference to 
the case of Elizabeth Finn and her children, who were removed from that township to 
Wexford in the month of January last, and in regard to which you made a preliminary 
inquiry under the 7th section of the Act 26 & 27 Viet c. 89 ; and the Commissioners 
will feel obliged by your favouring them with any further observations you may wish to 
make on the subject. 

By Order of the Commissioners, 

Messrs. Marsh and Barratt, Solicitors, (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

Warrington. 



2^o, 25. Letter from Messrs. Marsh and Barratt to the Commissioners. 

Wexford Union. — Elizabeth Finn’s Removal. 

Gentlemen, Warrington, 16 May 1866. 

We have to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 15th instant, No. 10,010/66, 
transmitting a copy of a letter from Mr. Cleaver, Clerk to the Guardians of the township 
of Toxteth Park, with observations of the Guardians, commenting on our report on this 

Te] That "the order was made behind the back of the pauper, was not a statement of our- 
selves, but an allegation of the pauper in her deposition in Ireland. Her evident untruth- 
fulness, of which we showed several instances in our report, prevented us from adopting 
her statement, beyond pointing out to what extent it was corroborated by a remarkable 
approximation of dates— by an alteration in the date of the warrant from the 18th De- 
cember to the 6th January, and by another alteration, substituting “ a competent person 
for the name of the pauper as the person giving evidence. The Guardians’ explanation 
of these facts is before yon, and if the Board consider such explanation satisfactory, it 
will in no way impeach the accuracy of our report. . M 

The Guardians state that « the first time Elizabeth Finn was taken before the justices, 
by which we understand the 18th December, “ she refused to be sworn, and the statement 
made in her deposition, that the justices declined to grant an order for her removal, is 
false.” This is, at least, a strong phrase, it being admitted that on that occasion the order 
was not granted, hut was “ deferred to admit of inquiry into the alleged settlement of the 
husband in England.” Granting that it was false that be had an English settlement, it is 
not now denied that the pauper had a husband, and that that fact was. disclosed to the 
justices and the Guardians on the 18th of December. At that stage, the inquiry asjx) the 
birth settlement of the wife became, in our view, unimportant, and the inquiry ought to 
have been directed to the birth settlement of the husband, as pointed out in our report. 

We do not feel called upon to pursue the argument on the legal question, whether the 
husband’s absence from his wife, subsequent to his return from America, was a case of 
desertion. Chief Justice Erie’s definition of desertion, in the case referred, to in our 
report, is “ an absenting without reasonable prospect of return.” The Guardians adduce 
our report as confirmatory of their suggestion that Finn was absent from his . wife by 
collusion. The fact may have been so, but nothing which we have written.indicates.it. 
If it be so, our argument is strengthened ; for the Guardians’ doctrine of collusive desertion 
seems to us to be a contradiction in terms. Possibly the Guardians, in contending, in 
another part of their observations, that to warrant removal to the place of the husband’s 
settlement “ be must have been residing with bis family at the time of the application of 
the order,” mean only that he must not have been absent under circumstances amounting 
in law to desertion. If they mean more than this, we can only again refer to Reg. v. 
All Saints, quoted in our report, which only differed from this in being a case of parent 
and. child instead of husband and family., the principle in both cases being that relief given 
to wife or unemancipated children is relief given to the head of the family. 

If Oulart had been erroneously stated to be in the Wexford Union, the mistake would 
have been ground of appeal as matter of fact. The omission to state the fact. at all made 
the order, in our opinion, bad on the face of it, as matter of law, inasmuch as it showed no 
ground for selecting the Wexford Union rather than any other union in Ireland. The 
6th section of the 26 & 27 Yict. c. 89, does not authorise the omission of essential state- 
ments. 
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nts but. only “ such changes in the names and descriptions of persons and places as the 
circumstances of the case may render necessary.” 

We abstain from noticing any of the observations which do not ariBe out of our report 
on the preliminary inquiry. 

We have, &c. 

To the Commissioners for Administering (signed) Marsh and Barratt. 

the LawB for die Relief of the Poor in Ireland, 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin. 



No. 26 .— Lktteii from the Commissioners to theUnder Secretary of the Lord Lieutenant. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin. 

18 May 1866. 

T,™ Commissioners for Administering the Laws for the Relief of the Poor in Ireland 
t vn’to von herewith the file of correspondence, which yon referred to them on the 11th 
to dm removal of Eli saU Finn and her four childrenfrem the township 
nf Tnvtpfli Park to the Wexford Union, in the month of Januaiy last. 

In returning these papers, the Commissioners respectfully submit to their Exodlencies 
the Lords Justices that the explanation afforded by the guardians of Toxteth Park, in t e 
letter of Mr. Cleaver to the Poor Law Board, is not satisfactory, and does not alter in 

any material of the second applica- 

the woman » Til denied and^t must be presumed that the denial is correct ; but 
this Spears to the Commissioners to be the only point in their first representatton to his 

Enceffincy which has been fusing to be sworn, no deposition 

The fact now appear to he tl ^Llmabetli^ mn rc_ o( her haying been 

witness, whose name is not mentio , ■ • £ t i ie statute. This witness is 

J to= W he was enabied to depose 

to end. tots as tl.oso recited in the wKr^doM > “P£‘ r ’ f thc w ; fe and chM ren by 
The Guardians of Toxlctl. I ark to ^ know whore he 
the husband was comp ete, on the giou children became chargeable. They 

sssrsjssaSSti, a * 

hn^y'to^ M SK S. 

The itor facts which were stated m «g avaton proceeding « ^ ^ ^ 

used to enforeo this illegal “ 4 f ^ ^ tbJhJLd and wife thus illegally and 

denied; nor ib any allusion made unfounded pretence of desertion, are now 

violently separated from each other on tne umounuo i 
again living together in Liverpool. 

By Order of the Commissioners, 

J (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To General Sir Thomas Larcom, K.C.B., 

Dublin Castle. 



a- * “ 

Whitehall, 13 June 1866. 

I am directed by Secretary Sir with respect 

your letter of to 22nd ulhmo, a copy of alett oUMkh ; and I am to request that you 
to thc case of the pauper Elizabeth iFm and toer on 
will lay the same before the Lord Lieutenant. 



To Major General Sir Thomas Larcom, K.O.B., 
Dublin Castle. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) H. Waddington. 
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Enclosure. 

Copy of Letter from the Poor Law Board. 



I am directed by the Poor Law Board to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 28th ultimo, forwarding, by direction of Secretary Sir George Grey, a copy of a letter 
which with its enclosure, has been received at the Home Office from the Insh Government, 
with reference to the case of the pauper Elizabeth Finn and her children. 

The Board direct me to state that they have perused the letter of Sir Ihomas Larcom, 
and also the communication addressed to him by the Poor Law Commissioners in 

11 The^Board think that it is to be regretted that, if it was considered necessary to raise 
any question as to the legality of the proceedings in the case of Elizabeth Finn, such 
question was not raised by means of the appeal prescribed by section 7 of the statute 
26 & 27 Viet. cap. 89. . 

So far as the facts of the case have been disclosed to the Board in the correspondence 
which has taken place thereon, they have induced the Board to form an opinion different 
from that entertained by the Poor Law Commissioners in Ireland. 

It appears to the Board that the justices to whom application was made, on behalf 
of the Guardians of the township of Toxteth Park, for an order for the removal of 
Elizabeth Finn to Ireland, were justified, upon the evidence adduced to them, in treating 
the pauper as a deserted wife, and, accordingly, issuing the order for which application 
has been made. . , , . 

From the Parliamentary Paper, No. 238, 1866, it will be seen that, upon examination, 
the woman was proved to have made several untrue statements, and the attorneys 
enlaced to inquire into the case could find no substantial objection to the removal, although 
they "pointed out what appeared to them to be irregularity in the proceedings connected 

therewith. D 

1 am, ccc. 

(signed) Enfield ', Secretary. 



Poor Law Board, Whitehall, S.W.. 
11 June 1866. 



No. 28. — Letter from the Commissioners to the Under Secretary of the 
Lord Lieutenant. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 

Sir, 23 June 1866. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Belief of the Poor in Ireland return 
to you herewith the file of papers referred to them by direction of his Excellency the 
Lord Lieutenant, on the 20th instant, relating to the case of Elizabeth Finn and her 
children, who were removed from the township of Toxteth Park to Wexford in the month 
of J anuary last. 

The Commissioners regret to find from the letter of the Poor Law Board, dated the 
11th instant, that that Board does not concur with them in their view of this case. 

The Commissioners submit, however, to his Excellency that if the removing justices 
were justified upon the evidence adduced to them in treating Elizabeth Finn as a 
deserted wife, such evidence as that which seems to be referred to has never been made 
known either to the Commissioners or to the Guardians of the Wexford Union, who 
applied in vain to the Guardians of Toxteth Park for a copy of the depositions on which 
the order of removal was founded, and of which they were entitled by express enactment 
to receive a copy. 

Whatever the evidence in question may have been, the truth was that the husband, in 
point of fact, had not deserted his wife and children, and that this fact was made clear by 
the preliminary inquiry conducted with a view to an appeal ; which appeal would pro- 
bably have been prosecuted to a conclusion if the woman had not returned to England, 
and rejoined her husband before the result of the inquiry was made known. 

The Commissioners further submit that the present case and the other similar case, 
referred to in the 12th paragraph of their last annual report combine to show that as 
regards women deserted, or supposed to be deserted, the law of removal from England to 
Ireland is at present in a most unsatisfactory state ; ina much as the question of desertion 
is a question of intention on the part of the husband, which must generally be incapable 
of strict proof in his absence ; and it does appear to the Commissioners to be a most 
serious defect in the law, or in its administration, that the removing authorities should be 
liable to make mistakes of the nature described, the effect of which is to deprive a woman 
and her children of their personal liberty, and send them beyond seas away from the 
country in which the husband and father is still living, and endeavouring to obtain 
by work the means of supporting them in that country on the fruits of his industry. 

The Commissioners beg, at the same time, to suggest it as a matter for consideration, 
whether the law is itself a humane one which, in the case of married persons in a humble 
sphere of life who have separated themselves from each other, whether wilfully or through 
necessity, takes advantage of the distress of the wife to create a permanent impediment 
to the re union of the family by sending the latter beyond seas ; and in this point of view 

they 
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they would recommend the alteration of the law of removal from England to Ireland, by 
enacting that the desertion of the wife by her husband in England shall no longer be a 
ground for removing the wife to her place of birth or last residence in Ireland. 



By Order of the Commissioners, 

. T B* Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To General Sir lhomas Larcora, K.C.B., 

Dublin Castle. 



No. 29. — Letter from the Under Secretary of State for the Home Department to 
the Under Secretary of the Lord Lieutenant. 

Sir, _ Whitehall, 18 July 1866. 

With reference to your letter of the 26th ultimo, I am directed by Mr. Secretary 
Walpole to transmit to you, for the information of the Lord Lieutenant, a copy of a further 
letter from the Poor Law Board, relating to the case of Elizabeth Finn ana her children, 
who were removed from Toxteth Park to Wexford. 

I am, &c. 

Major General Sir Thomas Larcom, K.C.B., H. Waddington. 

Dublin Castle. 



Enclosure. 

Copy of Letter from the Poor Law Board. 

Poor Law Board, Whitehall, S.W., 

Sir, 14 July 1866. 

I am directed by the Poor Law Board to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 
3 rd instant, together with a copy of a letter from Mr. Banks, of the Poor Law Office, 
Dublin, relative to the case of Elizabeth Finn, who with her children were removed from 
Toxteth Parle to W exford. 

The Board have perused Mr. Banks’ letter, but they do not consider it necessary to 
make any further observations on the subject to which it relates beyond expressing their 
belief that in cases which arise in this country under the Vagrant Act or under the Poor 
Removal Acts, questions of fact as to the actual desertion of families by their parents will 
continually arise, and must be decided by the justices according to the facts submitted to 
them, and this Board arc unable to suggest any mode whereby such questions can be 
prevented. The justices must determine for themselves whether, when they ascertain 
that a family has been left in such a state of destitution as to justify an application for 
parochial relief, and the husband or parent, as the case may be, has gone away, there 
has or has not been a desertion within the meaning of those statutes. 

The letter of Mr. Banks is returned herewith. 

I am, &c. 

The Right Honourable II. W addington, (signed) Ralph Earl, 

Home Office. Secretary. 



— II. — 

Case of Mary Barry and Children removed from Westminster. 



No. 1.— Extract from Minutes of Proceedings of the Board of Guardians of Limerick 
Union, dated 24th January 1866. 

The case of Mary Barry, admitted on the 13th November 1865, removed from Eng- 
land to Limerick, unaccompanied by the removing officer from Killarney to the latter 
place, and whom it appeared had acquired the right of irremovability by a continuous 
residence of 16 years in York-street, in the parish and union of Westminster, having 
been brought under notice — . , . , * 

It was ordered that the solicitor of the Board be instructed to take the necessary legal 
steps against the parties concerned in the violation of the statute. 

[Note .— A statement of particulars with reference to this case will be forwarded next 
post.] 



k 3 
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2. Statement of Particulars referred to in the foregoing Minute. 

Marry Barry, aged 28, married; Kate Barry, two years and 10 months, and 
y James, 15 months, her children. 

Date of warrant or copy ? — Not received. 

Date of embarkation?- 9th of November 1865. 

Name of the port at which the embarkation took place ?-St. Catherine s Dock London. 
How sent- as a deck passenger or otherwise? — Deck passenger to Cork, third class 
passenger per train to Killarney, from thence, like accommodation to Limerick. 

P When and by whom delivered at the workhouse?— 13th November, unaccompanied by 

removing officer. . „ _ , , . 0 . , 

How long is it since the pauper left Ireland ?— Sixteen years. 

Where was the pauper born in Ireland (giving if possible the name of the parish and 
the name of the townland)?- Village of Patrick’s Well, county and union of Limerick. 

What was the pauper’s last place of residence in Ireland (giving if possible the name of 
the parish and the name of the townland) ?— Village of Patricks Well, county and union 

° f Hovv hmg had the pauper resided in such place before leaving Ireland ?— From birth. 

Where was the pauper residing in England when he or she became chargeable (give 
the name of the union, and also of the parish or township, if possible) ?— Resided for 16 

years in the parish of Westminster, London. ,, . , , , , - w 

If the pauper is a widow, when did her husband die ?— Mamed ; husband in West- 

““if the pauper is a married woman deserted by her husband, how long is it since the 
desertion took place ? — Not deserted. 

Where was the husband born?— Carey’s-road, city of Limerick. 

Had he ever received relief from any parish or union in England or bcotland ; it so, 
at what time and from what parish or union ? No.. 

Where did he last reside?— York-street, Westminster. 

How long had he resided there ?— Sixteen years. 

Date of surviving parent’s death ? — About 10 or 15 years. 

Where was the parent residing at the time of death (give the name of the union, and 
also of the parish or township)? — Patrick’s Well. 

How long had the parent resided there ?— Always resided there. 



The Pauper made the following Statement : — 

That having applied for and obtained relief twice at the Westminster Workhouse, her 
husband having left London at that time in search of employment., she was forcibly taken 
before a magistrate, who interrogated her as to her previous place of residence. That she 
was then brought back to the workhouse, where she, with her two children, had been 
placed in a cab and sent off to the St. Catherine’s Dock ; put on board the steamer 
bound for Cork. That she entreated of the officials at the workhouse to let her go to her 
husband, and “ she would never trouble them again and was told when lie (the husband) 
would come to make inquiries about her he would be similarly dealt with. That during 
the three days she had been coming to Cork, the removing officer (whose name she could 
not ascertain) took no pains whatever about herself or two children, as he always appeared 
to be under the influence of drink. That upon her arrival in Cork she was again 
put into the train, and found herself next in Killarney, where, the removing officer having 
paid her fare per train to Limerick, left her. 

She also submitted a letter, of which the following is a copy, received from her husband 
since her admission to this workhouse : — 

My dear Wife, 25, Charles-street, Drury-lane, London. 

I was greatly surprised when I received your letter to hear that you were in Ireland, 
/which grieved me very much to hear that you and my dear children were so distressed. 
They had no right to send you and my children away from me ; that the children were 
born in Westminster parish, and I lived there twenty years ; and where else could they claim 
but that parish? I was greatly surprised that they pressed them away from me in that 
manner without letting me know. As those in Westminster parish had no feeling, 1 
hope and trust the gentlemen of Limerick Union will kindly assist you and the children 
back to me again, as I have plenty of work to support them, for which I should feel very 
grateful.- 

Your affectionate husband, 

Patrick Barry. 
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No. 3. — Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. Bourke, Poor Law Inspector. 

P oor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 19 February 1866. 

With reference to your observations dated the 18th inst., relative to the removal of 
the pauper Mary Barry and her two children from Westminster to the workhouse of the 
Limerick Union, the Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland, have directed that the papers on the subject be herewith sent back to you, and 
they will be obliged to you if you will be so good as to report any further information 
you may obtain thereon. It may perhaps be desirable that you should take the woman’s 
deposition on oath, and examine her especially as to the circumstances under which her 
husband left London, and the duration of his absence. 

No warrant having been received by the Guardians of Limerick Union, it should be 
ascertained whether the pauper has a copy, the Act of Parliament requiring it to be. 
given to her. 

By order of the Commissioners, 

To R. Bourke, Esq., Poor Law Inspector, B. Banks , Chief Clerk. 

Nenagh. 



No. 4. — Report from Mr. Bourke to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, Lisnagry, Limerick, 12 March 1866. 

With reference to your letter of the 19th ult., No. 1762, requesting me to report to 
you upon the case of Mary Barry, who, with her two infant children, was removed from 
one of the metropolitan unions on the 9th November last, under circumstances of great 
hardship, and in a manner apparently both cruel and illegal, I beg leave to state that upon 
personal inquiry, made _ at the Limerick Workhouse on the 21st ult., I found that the 
woman had taken her discharge on the 9th, and returned with her children to London, 
there to join her husband. 

I had no means, therefore, of examining her upon oath, nor could I ascertain the 
position of the ease, as the solicitor to whom the papers had been entrusted by the 
Guardians, with a view to his prosecuting the offenders, was absent from Limerick, where 
he only returned last week for the assizes. 

I now understand from Mr. Murphy, the solicitor, that the woman swore no informal 
tion in the case, his opinion being that no proceedings could he successfully undertaken, 
and lie confined himself to addressing the Poor Law Board on the subject, from whence 
he received a reply, dated the 23rd of February, stating that inquiries were in progress 
regarding the c:vhc. 

Under those circumstances, there is no other evidence than the woman’s own statement 
as to her treatment by the parish officers of the removing union. But it is certain that 
she and her children were deserted on their journey, contrary to the provisions of the 
Act, and arrived at the Limerick Workhouse unaccompanied by any removing officer. 
It is also certain that no warrant for her removal was received by the Limerick Guardians, 
nor, according to her statement, was any copy given to her. 

She states that she resided 16 years m Westminster, and that although her 
husband had left London in search of employment when she applied the second time for 
relief, she was not deserted. It seems probable, however, that there was sufficient break 
in the husband’s residence to render the wife removable, as a letter received from him by 
his wife, whilst in the Limerick Workhouse, is dated from Charles-street, Drury-lane. 
She states that she and her children were deck passengers from London to Cork, contrary 
to the provisions of the Act regulating the removal of the Irish poor ; and that from Cork 
she was taken first to Killarney, and sent on from thence, unaccompanied by the removing 
officer to Limerick, where she arrived on the 13th November. 

The omission of the parish authorities to furnish the Limerick Board with a copy of 
the warrant of removal in this case, deprived it of the immediate attention usually given 
in similar instances. And the woman has now left the workhouse without having 
furnished the means of determining the parish by which she was removed, and without 
giving all the details of her husband’s absence from London. 

It would appear, however, that she was living in York-stfeet, Westminster, at the. time 
of her removal, and it ought not to be difficult for the Poor Law Board to ascertain, the 
facts relating to it, through the clerk of the union in which that street is situated. 

I return the enclosures to your letter of the 19th ult. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) R. Bourke. 
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N 0 . Letter from the Commissioners to the Under Secretary of the 

Lord Lieutenant. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin 
Sirj 14 March 1866. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor, in Ireland, 
transmit to you herewith, for the information of Iris Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, a 
copy of a statement which they received on the 27th January last, relating to the removal 
of Mary Barry and her two infant children from a parish in Westminster, together with 
a copy of a report which they have since received from Mr. Bourke, the inspector in 
charge of the union, on the subject. _ 

It appears in the present case, as well as in the case of removal from Toxteth Park to 
the Wexford Union, reported in the Commissioners’ letter of the 10th instant, that the 
woman and children had been illegally removed without the husband, the latter not 
having deserted them, as Mary Barry states, and her statement being confirmed by the 
letter she received from her husband while an inmate of Limerick Workhouse.. 

The Guardians of Limerick Union have placed this case in the hands of then.’ own 
solicitor, and have not applied for a preliminary inquiry with a view to an appeal under 
the 7th section of the Act 26 & 27 Viet. c. 89, probably on his advice ; and therefore the 
question whether she had been actually deserted or not, has not been further inquired 
into by the Commissioners. 

By order of the Commissioners, 

(signed) B. Banks , Chief Clerk. 

To General Sir Thomas Larcom, K.C.B., 

Dublin Castle. 



No. 6. — Letter from the Clerk of the Limerick Union to the Commissioners. 

Sir, Office, Limerick Union, 13 April 1866. 

I beg to forward for Commissioners’ information the correspondence received relative 
to the case of Mary Barry, removed from the union comprising the parishes of St. Mar- 
garet and St. John, Westminster. 

I am, &c. 

B. Banks, Esq., Chief Clerk, (signed) H. Naish, 

Poor Law Commission Office. Clerk of Union. 



No. 7. — Copy’of Correspondence with the Poor Law Board in England enclosed 
in foregoing. 

Poor Law Board, Whitehall, S. W., 
Sir, 7 April 1866. 

I AM directed by the Poor Law Board to forward to you herewith for your information, 
and with reference to the letter which you addressed to them on the 5th February last, 
a copy of a correspondence which has taken place between the Board and the Governors 
and Directors of the poor of the parishes of St. Margaret and St. John, Westminster, 
respecting the case of the pauper, Mary Barry. 

I am, &c. 

Joseph Murphy, Esq., Solicitor, (signed) Enfield , Secretary. 

55, George-street, Limerick. 



Copy of Correspondence. 

(No. 5,542/1866 c.) 



Poor Law Board, Whitehall, S. W., 

Sir, . 13 February 1866. 

I am directed by the Poor Law Board to forward to the Guardians of the poor of the 
parishes of St. Margaret and St. John, Westminster, the enclosed copy of a letter which 
the Board have received from Mr. Joseph Murphy, solicitor to the Guardians of the 
Limerick Union, with reference to the removal from Westminster to Ireland of a poor 
woman, named Mary Barry, and her children. 

The Board request to be furnished with any observations which the Guardians may 
desire to make upon the case of Mary Barry. 



E. Spooner, Esq., 

Clerk to the Guardians of the Poor of the 
Parishes of St. Margaret and St. John, Westminster. 
The Workhouse, Petty France, S. W. 



I am, &c. 
sd) Enfield, 

Secretary. 
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(6,784/1866.) 

Workhouse, Petty France, York-street, London, S. W. 

My Lord, 16 February 1866. 

I am directed by the Board of Governors and Directors of the poor of these parishes to 
acknowledge the receipt of your Lordship’s communication, dated the 13th February 
instant, No. 5,5 42/1866, C, and its enclosure, with reference to the removal of Mary Barry 
to Ireland, and to state in reply thereto that the same is under inquiry by the Board. 

I have, &c. 

Lord Enfield, m.p. (signed) E. Spooner , Clerk. 

Secretary Poor Law Board, Whitehall, S.W. 



(8,835/1866.) 

My Lord, Workhouse, Petty France, York-street, London, S. W. 

By direction of the Governors and Directors of the poor of these parishes, I forward 
herewith the proceedings of the Board with reference to the case of Mary Barry, in reply 
to the communication of the Poor Law Board, dated the 13th ultimo. No. 5,542/1866, C. 

I have, &c. 

Viscount Enfield, M.P. (signed) E. Spooner, Clerk. 

Secretary Poor Law Board, Whitehall, S.W. 



St. Margaret and St. John, Westminster, 

15 February 1866. 

At a Board of Governors and Directors of the poor of these parishes, held this day— 
Present, S. H. Godson, Esq. (chairman), in the chair. 

Read the following letter and its enclosure. 

(Here the same is inserted, No. 5,542/1866, C, 13th February 1866, re Mary Barry 
and children.) 

The Board made inquiries of the relieving officer in reference to the removal of the case 
referred to in the letter now read, and it appeared that this woman and her children were 
admitted into the Petty France house, in the name of Mary Welch, on the 5th May 1865, 
and she took her discharge on the 10th June, to avoid removal; she was admitted again 
on the 25th September, and steps were taken to pass her to Ireland, but she again dis- 
charged herself on the 30th September, to avoid removal to Ireland; she was again 
admitted on the 31st, October ; she remained in the house until the 7th November, and 
she was removed to Ireland at her own request. 

The relieving officer stated that option is given in every Irish case either to leave 
the workhouse or go to Ireland; that Mary Welch stated on oath she was born at 
Patrick’s Well, Limerick, that she left there nine years ago, and that her husband had 
deserted her 13 weeks ; she liad not heard from him since, nor did she know where he is ; 
that a copy of the order for her removal to Ireland was given to her, and another copy 
was posted to the Guardians of the poor of the Limerick Union on the same day, viz., 

7th November 1865. „ , , -n . n ad xt- i. j. 

The clerk informed the Board that he forwarded to Mr. Frost, of 46, High-street, 
Wapping, the agent for the removal of Irish paupers, a copy of that part of the letter sent 
to the Poor Law Board by the Guardians of the Wrick Union as relates to the removal 
of Mary Barry or Welch, with a request that he will oblige the Board with a M report 
of the circumstances attending the removal to Limerick, but he had not received any 

TheBoird ^ directed the clerk to acknowledge the receipt of “ 

communication in reference to the case of Mary Barry now read, and mfoim them that 
the same was under investigation. 

1 March 1866. 

The clerk reported that he had seen Mr. Frost, and h, '®S 0 °” L^lSs 
in reference to the case of Mary Barry, or Welch, referred to m the Poor Law Boards 
communication on the 15th ult. : — 

Re Mary Welch, or Barry. 

27 February 1866. 

given to the pauper. 
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Petir Reynolds, Conductor to Mr. Frost, the Agent for executing Irish Orders of 
Removal, states — 

1 cannot remember the pauper named Welch, or Barry. I removed her to Limerick, 
no doubt, on the day named, with three other families, under the orders of Mr. Frost. I 
had no occasion to go to Killarney between the 12th and 28th of November, and did 
not go, I am certain. Very often, when warrants are given to the paupers, they have 
torn them up on the voyage. I never handed her ovei' to another person to take her to 
Limerick, because I always do the work myself of taking the poor to their destination. I 
keep no account of my journeys to and from Ireland. _ ... 

The clerk was directed to forward the result of the Board’s inquiries mto the case of 
Mary Barry or Welch, on the 15th ultimo, and the Statements made by Mr. Frost and 
his agent, now read, to the Poor Law Board. 

Extracted from the minutes of the Board. 

(signed) E. Spooner, Clerk. 



(8,835 C/1866.) Poor Law Board, Whitehall, S.W., 

Sir, 13 March 1866. 

I am directed by the Poor Law Board to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 
5th instant, forwarding extracts from the minutes of the Governors and Directors of the 
poor of the parishes of St. Margaret and St. John, Westminster, in explanation of the 
proceedings connected with the removal from those parishes to Ireland of the pauper 
named Mary Barry. 

I am directed to inquire what steps the Governors and Directors took to ascertain 
whether the pauper’s husband had or had not deserted her as alleged, and whether they 
were supplied with any other information as to the case than that' which appears in the 
extracts from the minutes. 

The Board wish to be furnished with a copy of the directions given by the Governors 
and Directors in pursuance of which the order of justices was obtained for the removal of 
the pauper to Ireland. 

They also wish for an explanation of the statement of the relieving officer, that “ option 
is given in every Irish case either to leave the workhouse or to go to Ireland.” They de- 
sire to be informed whether this option is given by the relieving officer himself or by the 
master of the workhouse, or by the Governors and Directors? If given by the relieving 
officer, or the master of the workhouse, the Board wish to learn whether this is by direc- 
tion of the Governors and Directors ? 

The Board request to be furnished with a prompt answer to these inquiries. 

I am, &c. 

E. Spooner, Esq., (signed) II. Fleming, 

Clerk to the Governors and Directors of the Poor of the Secretary. 

parishes of St. Margaret and St. John, Westminster, 

Workhouse, Petty France, York-street, S.W. 



Workhouse, Petty France, York-street, London, S.W., 
Sir, _ 16 March 1856. 

I am directed by the Board of Governors and Directors of the poor of these parishes 
to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 13th instant, No. 8,835 C/1866, and to 
state that through the unavoidable absence from illness of the relieving officer, the in- 
quiries requested to be made by the Poor Law Board cannot be proceeded with at 
present. 



H. Fleming, Esq., Secretary, 
Poor Law Board, Whitehall, S.W. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) E. Spooner, Clerk. 



(9,735/1866.) Poor Law Board, Whitehall, S.W., 

t a- . J 1 o T, , „ , 22 March 1866. 

, _ , ^ directed by the Poor Law Board to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 
16th instant, in which you state that the inquiries of the Governors and Directors of the 
poor of the parishes of St. Margaret and St. John, Westminster, into the case of the pauper 
Mary Barry, cannot be proceeded with in consequence of the unavoidable absence of the 
relieving officer concerned m the case. 
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The Board request the Governors and Directors again to refer to the Board’s letter of 
the 13th instant, as the inquiries therein contained relate to their own proceedings, and 
not to those of the relieving officer. 

I am, &c. 

E. Spooner, Esq., (signed'. Enfield , 

Clerk to the Governors and Directors of the Poor of the Secretary. 

Parishes of St. Margaret and St. John, Westminster, 

Workhouse, Petty France, Yorlc-street, S.W. 



Workhouse, Petty France, York-street, London, S.W., 
My Lord, 29 March 1866. 

I am directed by the Board of Governors and Directors of the poor of these parishes 
to acknowledge the receipt of your Lordship’s letter, dated the 23rd instant. No. 9735 C., 
and to state, in reply to inquiry respecting the case of Mary Barry, as to what steps the 
Governors and Directors took to ascertain whether the pauper’s husband had or had not 
deserted her ; that it was upon the statement of the pauper herself that her husband had 
deserted her in April last in Rye-street ; that she had not heard from him since that time, 
neither could she give any information about him ; that the order of the Board was written 
by the chairman in the relief list when she appeared before the Board in September last, 
for her to be “ passed to Ireland,” which order she was informed of by the chairman. 

With regard to the statement of the relieving officer, that option is given in every Irish 
case either to leave or go to Ireland, I am to explain that it is the practice of the Board, 
when paupers are reported as belonging to Ireland and removable thereto, never to send 
them if they object to be passed; and that the relieving officer and the master -are 
empowered by the Governors to stay the execution of a justice’s order whenever objec- 
tions are raised by the poor, but in the .case of Barry it appears she was in favour of being 
sent to Ireland, and she was sent accordingly. 

I have, &c. . 

Viscount Enfield, M.P., Secretary, (signed) E. Spooner, Clerk. 

Poor Law Board. 



No. 8. — Lett Kit from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
gi r> 17 April 1866. 

The Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 13th instant, forwarding correspondence 
relative to the case of Mary Barry, removed from Westminster, with her children, in the 
month of November last. , , _ , „ , 

The Commissioner think it would have been better if the Board of Guardians had 
applied to the Commissioners for a preliminary inquiry under the 7th section ot the Act 
for the further Amendment of the Law relating to the Removal of Irish Poor from England 
(26 & 27 Viet. e. 89). It could then have been ascertained with certainty how iar the 
present statements are correct, and more especially whether any desertion of due woman 
hy her hnsband actually took place, .as seems very unlikely from the terms of the letter 
which lie addressed to her while iu Limerick workhouse. ... , 

Had it appeared that there was no such desertion as alleged, an 
been successfully maintained against the order, as m that case the woman and her ckldren 
were not removable to Ireland without the husband. ) ; v, 

As, however, they have now ceased to , U . chargeable, and .the fame for 
the appeal is limited to six months from the time of removal, it would not now appear to 
be desii’able to proceed under the section above mentioned. 



To the Clerk, Limerick Uniou. 



By order of the Commissioners, 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 
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Case of Mary Landers and Children removed from Swansea to Dublin. 



i Extract from Minutes of Proceedings of the Board of Guardians of North 

Dublin Union, dated 28th February 1866. 

Relieving Officer’s Report. 

28 February 1866. 

I beg leave to report that I have admitted Mary Lander and two children, sent over 
by the authorities under warrant from Swansea (Wales) without being accompanied by 
a removing officer. She states that she has been sent as deck passenger ; that she has 
been 15 years away from this country, and is a native of Athlone, county Westmeath, 
which is also stated in the warrant. 

Referred to Poor Law Commissioners. 



No. 2. — Copt of Warrant referred to in foregoing Minute. 

To the Guardians of the Poor of the Swansea Union, in the county of Glamorgan. 

To the Guardians of the Poor of the Athlone Union, in the county of Westmeath, in the 
Kingdom of Ireland. 

Borough of Swansea, in the county of , to wit. 

At a petty session of Her Majesty’s justices of the peace for the said borough of 
Swansea, holden in and for the division of the said borough of Swansea, in the said 
county of Glamorgan, at the police court in the town of Swansea, on the 16th day of 
February in the year of our Lord 1866, before us, the undersigned, Her Majesty’s 
justices of the peace for the said borough. 

Whereas, complaint hath been made by the Board of Guardians of the Swansea Union, 
in the county of Glamorgan, that Mary Lander, the wife of John Lander, and her two 
children hereinafter named, have become and are now chargeable to the common fund of 
the said Union of Swansea. 

And whereas the said Mary Lander having been brought before us, and application 
having been made to us, in petty sessions assembled, by George Baker Haynes, clerk of 
the said Guardians, on their behalf, we have made due examination on oath, and find 
that the said Mary Lander is of the reputed age of 31 years, and was born in the 
kingdom of Ireland, in the parish of St. Mary’s, in the county of Westmeath, now 
contained in the said Union of Athlone, and hath not a settlement in England, and is not 
otherwise exempt from removal from the said Swansea Union ; and that she has two 
children, namely, John, aged seven years, and Thomas, aged one year, which children are 
not exempt from removal from the said union. 

And we have seen the said Mary Lander and her said children, and are satisfied that 
the said Mary Lander and her said children are in such a state of health as not to be 
liable to suffer bodily or mental injury by the removal. 

These are, therefore, to require you, the Guardians of the Poor of the Swansea Union, 
to cause the said Mary Lander and her said children to be safely conveyed to the said 
parish St. Mary’s, in the said Union of Athlone, and to be delivered at the workhouse 
of the Dublin Union, which contains the port of Dublin, being the port nearest to the 
place of the ultimate destination of the said Mary Smith and her said children. 

Given under our hands and seals, at the sessions aforesaid. 

(signed) Geo. Grant Francis. 



Henry W. Boy sheens, O.C 
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No. 3. — Replies to usual Inquiries. 

Date of warrant or copy (send copy, if received)? — 16th February 1866. 

Date of embarkation ? — 22nd February 1866. 

Name of the port at which the embarkation took place ? — Swansea (Wales). 

How sent ; as a deck passenger or otherwise ? — As deck passenger. 

When and by whom delivered at the workhouse ? — 24th February 1866. No removing 
officer. 

How long is it Bince the pauper left Ireland 1 — Thirteen years. 

Where was the pauper born in Ireland (giving, if possible, the name of the parish, and 
the name of the townland)? — Moate, county Westmeath. 

What was the pauper’s last place of residence in Ireland (giving, if possible, the name 
of the parish, and the name of the townland)? — Moate, county Westmeath. 

How long had the pauper resided in such place before leaving Ireland ? — All her life ; 
had been born there. 

Where was the pauper residing in England when she became chargeable ; give the 
name of the union, and also the parish or township, if possible? — Swansea (Wales). 

How long had she resided there ? — One year. 

If less than three years, give as accurately as possible the particulars of previous resi- 
dence for at least three years, stating in all cases, if possible, the name of the union and 
of the parish or township ’—Swansea, one year ; West Birmingham, five years. 

If the pauper is a married woman deserted by her husband, how long is it since the 
desertion took place ?— Seven months since ; left her there to look for employment. Has 
not heard of him since. 

General Observations.— Mary Lander, 31 years of age, married, R.C.; John Lander, 
seven years of age, child, and Thomas Lander, one year old, child. 

Received here 24 February 1866. 



H 0< 4, Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. Robinson, Poor Law Inspector. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 

5 March 1866. 

The Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor m Ireland forward 
for your information the accompanying copy of a warrant, authorising the removal of a 
pauper named Mery Lander and lier two children from the Swansea Union m the 00010^ 
of Glamorgan, to the port of Dublin, with . view to her subsequent remova lto AtUone 
together with replies to the queries suggested in the Commissioners letter of the Is 
June 1864 which were obtained from the woman on her arrivd at the workhouse of 
North MdiTunion ; and the Commissioners request that you will have the goodness to 
examine tho woman on oath as to the circumstances of her removal, and to report to the 
Commissioners thereon. 



By order of the Commissioners, 
(signed) 

To Henry Robinson, Esq., Poor Law Inspector, 

Pilot View, Dalkey- 



B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 



Ho. 5 , — Report from Mr. EMmon to tbe Commissioners. 

Dalkey, 8 March 1866. 

Gentlemen, . . . , • w t( , r G f the "5th instant, I have 

In accordance with the instructions contain y Lander, who, with her two 

the honour to forward to you the Bworn evident of : Maiy Lander, w 

children, was lately removed from Swansea o take n‘-by rail to Bristol, and sent by 

According to her statement, it a PP e “! 7 

steamer to Dublin, where she arrived on t e ' Workhouse to the railway station, 

She says that a policeman took her from Swansea WorM^ ^ ^ and that 

and gave her in charge there to another °® e Si. , d ? d 1Ss , f or her paBsaee, giving 
this officer left her on board the steamer at Bn ,? r t h a t she would be forwarded 
her at the same time the removal warran , a ° JL ^ oes n0 t know the name of the 
from Dublin to the union in which she ™ “ 

policeman or of the officer who ac^mpani he^^ ^ in f ormat i 0 n on this subject, and he 
I wrote to the agent of the steamer a ao . e « 0 f a woman with two children 

states that a man paid the steward 15 s _ • to P S cannot ascertain the name of 

one free) as deck passengers, on the l r •> 

the man/ — The 

o L 3 
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The advertised charge for a deck passage from Bristol to Dublin is 10s., and 5s. would 
* „ have been paid for one child, the other having been taken free. 

P Youwill observe mat the removal of this woman was effected without any regard to 
iou wi 2fi & 27 y ict _ c g 9 . the form of warrant prescribed by that 

^waT^ot adopted ; the officer charged with the execution of the warrant did not 
A “ v the person removed to the place of destination ; the warrant directed that the 
the Wkhouse of the Dublin Union instead of at the 
workhouse of the union in which she was born : and the woman and two young children 
were removed as deck passengers in the month of February. ^ &c 

The Poor Law Commissioners. (signed) Henry Robinson. 



Deposition of Mary Lander , enclosed in foregoing Report. 

Mart Lander having been duly sworn, states— I was born at Moate, in the county 
of Westmeath, and lived there till I went to England about 14 years ago. I married at 
Birmingham, and about a year ago I came with my husband and my two children to Swansea. 
Mv husband left me about eight months ago, and about five months ago 1 went into the 
workhouse at Swansea. Some days before I was removed I was taken before the magis- 
trates and questioned as to my place of birth, and I said it was Moate ; but I did not wish 
to come to Ireland, and I said so. The master of the workhouse took me before the 

magistrates. „ » , ,, 

On the Thursday after I was before the magistrates a policeman came tor me to the 
workhouse, and took me and my two children to the railway station, and gave me in charge 
to another officer who was not in uniform, and who was called a detective. This man 
took us by train to Bristol, and put us on board the Dublin steamer ; and I saw him pay 
our fare to Dublin. He paid 15 s. He then gave me the paper, and told, me to take 
care of it, and to come to the Dublin Workhouse, and to show the paper, and I would be 
taken in ; and that I would be sent on from Dublin to Athlone if I liked. I heard him 
tell the stewardess to look after me and the children. He then went away, and I did not 
see him again. He gave me enough of food for the journey. 

I do not know the names, either of the policeman who took me to the train, or of the 
officer who came with me to Bristol. 

The steamer left Bristol on Friday morning about 12 o’clock, and we arrived in Dublin 
about three o’clock next day, and a policeman directed me here. 

We were on deck all night. It was a very bad night, and I got wet, but I had a piece 
of oilcloth lent to me by a sailor to cover the children. 

My eldest child is a boy, about seven years old, and the other is 13 months old. 

(signed) Mary Lander. 

Sworn before me this 6th day of March 1866. 

Henry Robinson, Poor Law Inspector. 



No. 6. — Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 

Sir, 13 March 1866. 

With reference to the resolution of the Board of Guardians of North Dublin Union on 
the 8th ultimo, on the subject of the removal of Mary Lander and her two children from 
Swansea, the Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland, 
desire to acquaint the Board of Guardians that having instructed their inspector, Mr. Robin- 
son, to examine the woman on oath as to the circumstances of her removal, they have 
now received a report from him, from which it appears that according to Mary Lander’s 
statement, she was taken by a policeman from Swansea Workhouse to the railway station, 
and there given in charge to another officer, who accompanied her to Bristol ; that this 
latter officer left her on hoard the steamer at Bristol, and paid 15 s. for her passage, 
giving her at the same time the removal warrant, and telling her that she would oc 
forwarded from Dublin to the union in which she was horn. She does not know the name 
of either of these officers, nor could the agent of the steamer at Bristol, to whom 
Mr. Robinson applied on the subject, ascertain the name of the man by whom the 
passage money was paid to the steward. The money paid was for the passage “ of a 
woman with two children (one free) as deck passengers.” 

Upon referring to the warrant of removal, it appears that the Guardians of the Swansea 
Union are required by it to cause the woman and her children “ to be conveyed to the 
parish of St. Mary’s in the Union of Athlone, and to be delivered at the workhouse of 
Dublin Union, which contains the port of Dublin, being the port nearest to the place of 
ultimate destination.” It appears, therefore, that the removing authorities have acted 
in ignorance of the change of the law made in 1863 (26 & 27 Viet. c. 89), by which the 
power to remove paupers to any place other than the place of birth or last residence in 

Ireland 
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Ireland named in the warrant, is repealed ; but as the woman appears to have been 
legally removeable to Ireland, there is no appeal against the warrant. 

The violation of the 6th section of the Act 24 & 25 Viet. c. 76, in removing the woman 
and her children as deck passengers in the month of E ebruary, exposes the parties who 
conducted the removal to a penalty of 5 l. on conviction ; but, as above stated, it does 
not appear from the evidence who the parties were. 

By order of the Commissioners, 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To the Clerk, North Dublin Union Workhouse, 

North Brunswick-street. 



No. 7. — Extract from Minutes of Proceedings of the Board of Guardians, 
dated 14th March 1866. 

On motion of Mr. Flanagan ; seconded by Captain Lindsay : — 

Resolved , — That in reply to the Poor Law Commissioners’ letter, No. 5204, _13th 
March 1866, we beg them to inform the persons at Swansea, who have in their opinion 
acted illegally, of that fact, and to procure for us the name of the officer who conducted 
the woman on board the steamer, and paid 15 s. as passage money for herself and her two 
children to Dublin. Passed. 



No. 8. — Letter from the Commissioners to the Under- Secretary of the Lord 
Lieutenant. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 20 March 1866. 

The Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland 
transmit to you, for the information of his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, the accom- 
panying copy of correspondence which they have had with the Board of Guardians of 
North Dublin Union, on the subject of the removal of Mary Lander and two young 
children from the Swansea Union. . 

It will bo seen that the warrant under which the removal took place, is framed in 
accordance with the provisions of the 24 & 25 Viet. c. 76, and without any regard to the 
provisions of the later Act (26 & 27 Viet. c. 89), by which those provisions have been 
materially altered. In the present state of the law, the parties obtaining the warrant of 
removal ought to have made provision for conveying the persons to be removed to the 
place of ultimate destination, and there is no authority for sending them to a port union, 
as has been done in this ease, with a view to tlieir being removed to their place of ulti- 
mate destination by the Guardians of that union. It will be seen also that inde- 
pendently of any question regarding tbe warrant, the mode in which the removal was 
conducted was most irregular ; the woman appears to have been deserted by the person 
employed in the execution of the warrant when he placed her on board the steamer at 
Bristol, and he has thereby been guilty, according to tbe 4th section of the 26 & 27 Viet, 
c. 89, of a misdemeanour, which exposes him to a penalty of 10/., or three months im- 
prisonment. . ... f 

It appears also that she and her children were sent as deck passengers, in violation of 

the 6th section of the Act 24 & 25 Viet. c. 76. . n _ 

The Commissioners have pointed these circumstances out to the Board of Uuai chans 
and have at the same time stated that they had been unable to ascei tain the : names ^of the 
parties engaged in the removal, and the Guardians now request the Commission's to 
take further steps in the matter. The Commissioners, however, have Mjwra of m 
quiry in England, except when an appeal is contemplated under the 74 jeetaon °tte 
26 & 27 Viet. n. 89 ; bit they think that the removing authorities 
have the opportunity of explanation in reference to the absence of aU ngard 1 to the 
ing state of the law as alleged in the present ease, and as 
warrant, and with this view the Commissioners have thought it g g 

under the notice of his Excellency. 

By order of the Commissioners, 

(signed) 

To General Sir Thomas Larcom, K.C.B., 

Dublin Castle. 



B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 
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No. 8. Letter from the Under-Secretory of the Lord Lieutenant to the 

Commissioners. 

I S n tocted by the Lord Lieutenant to transmit herewith, for your information the 
enclosed file, relative to correspondence which has taken place on the subject of the 
removal of Mary Lander and her children from Swansea Union to Ireland. I am to 
request that these papers, being in original, may be returned. 



The Poor Law Commissioners, 
Custom House. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) Thomas A. Larcom. 



Copy of Correspondence enclosed in foregoing Letter. 

No. 9. Lettek from the Poor Law Board to the Clerk of Swansea Union. 

Poor Law Board, Whitehall, S.W., 
e- 11 April 1866. 

I am directed by the Poor Law Board to forward to the Guardians of the Swansea 
Union the enclosed copy of a report from the Poor Law Commissioners in Ireland (which 
has been transmitted to the Board by direction of Secretary Sir George Grey), with 
reference to the removal from the Swansea Union to Ireland of a poor woman named 
Marv Lander and her children. . , . , ,. 

The Board request to he furnished with any observations which the Guardians may 
desire to make with regard to the case of the paupers referred to in the Commissioners 
report. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) H. Fleming, Secretary. 

G. B. Haynes, Esq., Clerk to the Guardians 
of the Swansea Union, Swansea. 



io. Letter from the Clerk of Swansea Union to the Poor Law Board. 

Swansea Union, Swansea, 

My Lords and Gentlemen, 20 April 1866 - 

In reply to your letter of the 11th April instant, forwarding copy of a report trom toe 
Poor Law' Commissioners in Ireland, with reference to the removal of an Irish pauper, l 

have to make the following observations. ,, 

A warrant for the removal of the pauper Mary Lander and her two children was duly 
obtained by me, on behalf of the Guardians of this union, and I employed a person to 
take her to Bristol, where she was delivered to the steward of the steamer, and her tare 
paid as a fore-cabin passenger. Ho wilful detention was committed. Other Irish 
paupers were removed at the same time in another steamer from Bristol, lheir tares 
were also paid as cabin passengers, and were seen in the fore-cabin.. 

I regret if any irregularity has occurred in the removal of this pauper. 1 may add 
that the pauper had not been in Swansea one year without relief. 

I am, 8cc. 

To the Poor Law Board, Whitehall, London. (signed) G. B. Haynes, Clerk. 



No. 11. — Letter from the Poor Law Board to the Clerk of Swansea Union. 

Poor Law Board, Whitehall, S.W., 
Sir, 26 April 1866. 

I asi directed by the Poor Law Board to acknowledge the receipt of your letter ot the 
20th instant, in which with reference to their letter of the 11th instant, you furnish, them 
with a statement of the circumstances attending the removal, from the Swansea Union to 
Ireland, of the pauper Mary Lander and her children. 

The Board direct me to refer the Guardians to section 4 of the Statute 24 & 25 Viet, 
c. 76, ajid to inquire whether they consider that the provisions of that section were duly 
complied, with in the removal of Mary Lander and her family. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) Enfield, 

To G. B. Haynes, Esq., Secretary. 

Clerk to the Guardians of the Swansea Union, Swansea. 
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No. 12 . — Letter from the Poor Law Board to the Chairman of the Board of Guardians 
of Swansea Union. 

Poor Law Board, Whitehall, S.W., 

Sir, 17 October 1866. 

I am directed bv the Poor Law Board to transmit, for the information of the Guardians 
of the Swansea Union, the accompanying copy of letters which the Board have had 
occasion to address to Mr. Haynes, clerk of the union, relating, to the case of Mary 
Lander and her children, who were removed from the Swansea Union to Ireland. 

As the Board, notwithstanding their repeated communications to the clerk, have failed 
to obtain any reply to their letters upon this subject, I am directed to request that the 
Guardians will be good enough to require him to furnish the Board with an immediate 
answer to their letter's. 

I am also directed to request that the Guardians will call upon Mr. Haynes for an 
explanation of las neglect, and will forward a copy of it to the Board, together with their 
own observations upon the subject. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) Ralph A. Earle , 

To the Presiding Chairman Secretary. 

of the Board of Guardians of the Swansea Union, 

Swansea. 



No. 13. Letter from the Chairman of the Board of Guardians of Swansea Union to 

the Poor Law Board, 

Bryn, Newydd, Swansea, 

My Lords and Gentlemen, 18 October 1866. 

I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 17th instant, forwarding for the 
information of the Guardians, copies of letters addressed by your Board to Mr. Haynes, 
relating to the removal of Mary Lander and her two children from this union to Ireland. 

The letters were this day read to the Board, and Mr. Haynes was directed to furnish 
your Board with a reply thereto immediately. . 

The Guardians regret that Mr. Haynes should have neglected answering your letters. 

I have, &c. 

To the Poor Law Board, (signed) diaries Thomas Wilson , Chairman. 

Whitehall, London. 



No. 14. Letter from the Clerk of Swansea Union to the Poor Law Board. 

Swansea Union, Swansea, 

My Lords and Gentlemen, , . , 24 October 1866 

Is reply to your letter of the 26th April last, m reference to the l of Jfcy 

Lander and her children to Ireland, and inquiring whether 4e Gnardmns eoimdeied ftat 
the provisions of the 4th section of the 24 & 26 Viet c. 76, had been duly comphed .with 
I am directed to state that in this ea B e the same steps were taken, and the i same 
adopted, as in several other removals of Irish paupers, viz., sending i 
paupers on board tlio steamer, and taking a memorandum from the captain of the steamei 

^tfaStn^dS a compliance widi the section of the Statute above 

“ktton to my neglect in not replying .to your letter, I can onl^ezgess my^deep 

I sincerely hope for the future to answer all communications in due tone. Again express 
mg my regret, j rema i n . &c. 

To the Poor Law Board, Whitehall, d- B. Haynes. 

London. 



No. 16.-L,™ from the Poor Law Board to the Clerk of Swansea Union. 

Poor Law Board, Whitehall, S.W., 

5 November 1866. 

I am’ directed by the Poor Law Board ^ April kstf relative to tbe 

re^^^d°Mmy Lander 1 ancl'iier 1 cbildrij^ Swansea W to Ire^dm 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




80 CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL. 

explanation of your neglect to reply to that letter, though the Board had twice recalled 
your attention to it. . „ , _ 

It appears from your statement that it is the practice ot the Guardians of the Swansea 
Union, in removing paupers to Ireland, to send « a person with the paupers on board the 
steamer, and taking a memorandum from the captain of the steamer that he had received 
such paupers ; ” and that the same steps were taken, and the same course adopted, in the 
case of Mary Lander and her children ; and you state that the Guardians considered this 
a compliance with section 4 of the Statute 24 & 25 Viet. c. 76. • 

The Board have learnt with much surprise the view which the Guardians have taken of 
the enactment on the 24 & 25 Viet. c. 76, s. 4. The Board consider that the course of 
proceeding which the Guardians have adopted with regard to Irish removals is not in 
accordance with the law, and that the person to whose charge the paupers now in question 
were delivered may have rendered himself liable to the penalty imposed by the 4th sec- 
tion of the 26 & 27 Viet. c. 89. . 

The 4tli section of the 24 & 25 Viet. c. 76, taken in connection with the 1st section of 
the 26 & 27 Viet. c. 89, requires that the warrant shall order the removal of the poor 
person to he made to the place mentioned therein, and that the persons charged with the 
execution thereof shall cause the poor person with his family (if any) to be safely con- 
veyed to such place. 

The Board trust that the Guardians, in the event of their again causing any poor per- 
sons to be removed from their union to Ireland, will give such directions as will secure 
the removal being effected in due conformity with the law. 

The Board have had under their consideration your explanation of the cause of your 
neglect to reply to their letter of the 26th April. They desire me to inform you that 
they look upon your explanation as being extremely unsatisfactory ; and that if any wilful 
neglect of a similar nature should hereafter occur on your part, they will not be prepared 
to pass it over. 

I am, &c. 

To G. B. Haynes, Esq., (signed) E. J. Earle , Secretary. 

Clerk to the Guardians of the Swansea Union, 

Swansea. 



— IV.— 

Case of Ellen Haley, removed from Spitalficlds to Limerick. 



No. 1. — Extract from Guardians’ Minutes of 31st October 1866. 

The case of Ellen Haley, who arrived at the workhouse on the 29th instant from the 
Union of Spitalfields, London, unaccompanied by a removing officer, was brought under 
the notice of the Board, and a statement on oath of the circumstances attendingljjher 
removal taken by Mr. Bourke, and the particulars in the accompanying sheet of inquiries 
also furnished by her. 



No. 2. — Statement of Particulars referred to in the foregoing Minute. 

Ellen Haley, aged 19 years. 

Limerick Union. — Removal of Irish Poor. — Heads of Inquiry. 

1. Date of warrant or copy [send copy if received] ? — Not received. 

2. Date of embarkation ?— Eight o’clock, a.m., 25th instant. 

3. Name of the port at which the embarkation took place ? — Wapping. 

4. How sent, as a deck passenger, or otherwise ? — Second cabin. 

5. When and by whom delivered at the workhouse? — Made personal application for 
admission on arrival of steamer at Limerick. 

6. How long is it since the pauper left Ireland? — Pour years, except that she returned 
tor a short tune on a visit to her mother. 

7 . Where was the pauper born in Ireland [giving, if possible, the name of the parish and 
the name of the townland] ?— Limerick, parish of St. Mary’s. 

8. What 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 





CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL. 81 

8. What was the pauper’s last place of residence in Ireland [giving, if possible, the 
name of the parish and the name of the townland] ?— Kanturk, county Cork, townland of 
Mill view. 

9. How long had the pauper resided in such place before leaving Ireland ? — Five years. 

10. Where was the pauper residing in England when he or she became chargeable? 
Give' the name of the union, and also of the parish or township, if possible.— Clapham. 

11 . How long had he resided there ? — Three weeks. 

12. If less than three years, give as accurately as possible the particulars of previous 
residence for at* least three years, slating in all cases, if possible, the name of the union 
and of the parish or township ?— Three months in Clapham ; Union of Spitalfields ; re- 
mainder in Battersea. 

13. If the pauper is a widow, when did her husband die ? — Single. 

14. If the pauper is a married woman deserted by her husband, how long is it since the 
desertion took place ? 

15. If the pauper is under the age of 16 years, and an orphan, was he or she residing 
with the surviving parent at the time of such parent’s death? — Nineteen years. 

16. Date of surviving parent’s death ? — Mother died about two months ago. 

17. Where was the parent residing at the time of death ? Give the name of the union 
and also of the parish or township. — In the town and Union of Newcastle West, county 
Limerick. 

18. How long had the parent resided there ’—Several years. 

31 October 1866. HI Naish , Clerk of Union. 



No, 3 . — Report from Mr. Bourlte, Poor Law Inspector, to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen Corrofin, 1 November 1866. 

A case having come before the Limerick Boai-d of Guardians yesterday, in which a 
younn- woman appeared to have been removed by the parochial authorities at Spitalfields 
to Ireland, but had not been delivered at the workhouse by any removing officer, nor 
had any warrant for her removal been received by the clerk, I thought it right to take 
the woman’s evidence upon the subject while she was within reach, as the probability is 
she will not remain long in the workhouse. 

I beg leave now to transmit her statement on oath, which exhibits a further instance of 
Mr. Frost’s habitual contempt of the provisions of the law regulating the removal of Irish 

^Th^Gnavdians of the Spitalfields Union have also violated the law in not sending a 
copy of the removal warrant to the clerk at Limerick. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) R. Bourhe. 



Deposition of Ellen Haley, enclosed in foregoing Report. 

Ellen Haley sworn— X left Ireland about four years ago for England. I was then 
bring in service at Kanturk; and my mother, who was my onty surviving 
living at Newcastle, in the county Limenck. I was bora in Imt ijnjT 

living with my mother in Newcastle as long as I can remember. afterwards went 

joinrny sister in London. I first obtained a situation at Batt erseamd afterward - went 
to another service a few miles outside the town of Derby, 

resided at Clapham, where I got ill, and having lost all I had tough .dues s i went 
looking for employment, and not finding it, owing to my want of eloa.es, I had to opply 
for relief, and did so at the Spitalfields Union 1 a PJ* a d °n th ifwoKsW 
was ordered by the Board to be passed to Ireland. a , . Trdnnd but not 

Office when tho warrant was made. I was asked w ere limerick and I made no 

where I had last resided. I was told I should be passed to ^High- 

objection. I was taken from Worship-street to the Depot , l P a ® e amer for Cork, 

rnz 1 many oXers^under charge Jf^an Onour 

me then ’ aniI 

received no money. ,, 

My railway fare was paid, and that was a . Ellen Haley. 

I got no copy of the warrant for my removal. 

Sworn before me, at Limerick, this 31st day of October 1866, 



8 . 
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Ifo. 4.— Letter from the Commissioners to the Under Secretary of the 
Lord Lieutenant. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
gj r# 12 November 1866. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland 
transmit to you herewith, for the information of his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, a 
copy of a Report which they have received from their Inspector, Mr. Bourke, relating to 
the removal of a woman named Ellen Haley from the Spitalfields Union to Ireland. 

There seems no doubt, according to the facts stated, that the woman was legally 
removable ; but it will be observed that no copy of the removal warrant was given to her, 
nor has any copy of it been received by the Board of Guardians of Limerick Union, and 
that after her arrival in Cork she was abandoned by the person in whose custody she had 
been removed from London. 

The person entrusted with the removal of this woman was, no doubt, Mr. Frost, of 
High-street, Wapping, the conduct of whose agents has been so frequently the subject of 
complaint, and some of whom have been prosecuted and convicted for the offence which 
has been committed in this case, viz., the desertion of the pauper before arriving at the 
place of destination, and the Commissioners think, therefore, that the case is one which 
ought to be brought under the notice of the Poor Law authorities in England. 

The neglect of the officers of Spitalfields Union to furnish copies of the warrant, as 
they are required to do by the Act of Parliament, would render it difficult to take any 
legal proceedings in this case if the Limerick Board of Guardians were disposed to do so. 

By Order of the Commissioners, 

To General Sir Thomas Larcom, k.C.b., (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 
&c., &c., Dublin Castle. 



No. 5. — Letter from the Under Secretary of the Lord Lieutenant 
to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, Dublin Castle, 17 January 1867. 

I am directed by the Lord Lieutenant to transmit herewith, for your information, the 
enclosed file of papers relative to the removal of the pauper Ellen Haley from the White- 
chapel Union to Ireland. 

I am, &c. 

The Poor Law Commissioners, Custom House. (signed) Thomas A. Larcom. 



Copy of Correspondence enclosed in foregoing Letter. 

No. 6. — Letter from the Under Secretary of State for the Home Department to the 
Under Secretary of the Lord Lieutenant. 

Sir, Whitehall, 15 January 1867. 

With reference to your letter of the 14th November last, I am directed by Mr. 
Secretary Walpole to transmit to you herewith, to be laid before his Excellency the Lord 
Lieutenant, a copy of a letter from the English Poor Law Board, and its enclosures, 
respecting the removal of the pauper Ellen Haley from the Whitechapel Union to Ireland. 



To General Sir Thomas Larcom, k.C.b., 
&c., &c., Dublin Castle. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) H. Waddington. 



No. 7. — Letter from the Poor Law Board to the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department. 

Poor Law Board, Whitehall, S.W., 
My Lord, 12 January 1867. 

I am directed by the Poor Law Board, with reference to vour Lordship’s letter of the 
19th of November last, to forward therewith, for the information of Mr. Secretary 
Walpole, a copy of a letter which the Board have received from the Guardians of the 
Whitechapel Union, respecting the removal of the pauper Ellen Haley from that union 
to Ireland, together with copies of the reports made to the guardians on the case, by 
Mr. J. Eves, Assistant Relieving Officer, and Mr. J. Frost, by whom the removal was 
conducted. 

I am 
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I am also directed to enclose a copy of a letter which the Board have this day addressed 
to the tmardians, from which Mr. Secretary Walpole will perceive the views which the 
Board entertain as to the proceedings in the case. 

The enclosures to your Lordship’s letter are herewith returned. 

I have, &c. 

To the Right Hon. the Earl of Belmorc, (signed) W. G. Lumley, 

&c. &c., Home Office. Assistant Secretary. 



8. Letter from the Guardians of Whitechapel Union to the Poor Law Board. 

Whitechapel Union Workhouse, Charles-street, 
My Lords and Gentlemen, Mile End New-town, 28 December 1866. 

I am directed by the Board of Guardians of this union to acknowledge your favour of 
the 25th November last. No. 46,133, 1866 C., and the copy of the letter addressed to you 
by the Poor Law Commissioners for Ireland, through Mr. Secretary Walpole, and other 
papers accompanying the same. 

The guardians much regret if any irregularity in the removal of Ellen Haley to Ireland 
took place. The custom in this union is, on obtaining an order for the removal of any poor 
person to Ireland, to take the parties to Mr. Frost, of High-street, Wapping (the person 
employed, I believe, throughout the county of Middlesex, for removing Irish poor), and 
deliver them to him for removal to the place of their destination, at the same time furnish- 
ing them with two copies of the order for removal, one to be handed to the pauper on 
embarkation, and one to be delivered with the pauper at the workhouse of the union to 
which they are ordered to be removed ; and this was the course adopted in the present 

mstam^ ^ trangm i tj f or your information, copies of the reports of Mr. Eves, Assistant 
Relieving Officer for this union, and of Mr. Frost, in reference to the _ removal of the 
woman Haley, and to repeat the regret of the guardians that the provisions of the law 

have not been strictly carried out. T , 

I have, &c. 

The Poor Law Board. (signed) G. Adams Farr , Clerk. 



Copy of Mr. Eve's Report as to Ellen Haley. 

Relieving Office, Whitechapel Union, 
Gentlemen 10 December 1866. 

I beg to report, in the case of Ellen Haley, referred to by you, this pauper 
before you at your mooting on Tuesday, the 16th October last she being then an mmate 
of your workhouse, where she was admitted on the 12th of the same month, from Ink 
Horn Court, Whitechapel, and on her appearing before yon was ordered to be > 
and on the day after I took her examination, anil made out the order for hoi «movd to 
Limerick, in Ireland. I read her examination oyer to her in the presence of th i porter, 
Mr. Howell ; she signed it, and stated it was all true. I found that hex if^Sp^Te 
at Limerick differs l'rom that sworn to before the magistrate at Wor^p-steeet Police 
court. The order was signed by the magisfaate for her mimtoI : ! and 
Frost’s, the pass-master for the. county of Middlesex, No. 46, ig , retained by him 
delivered the pauper to him, with the two copies of e or 5 , . , , undertook to do! 
the other to be given to the ^removal under which 

It is my invariable practice to semi by -port a of &e unioIl t0 w hich the 

the paupers arc removed to the cleiK to tne ^ , , circum- 

pauper Lay he ordered to be removed and m this particular case ’“^“SthToSk 
stances which enable i mo > to Session is that I did send a copy of 



pauper may 

stances whic.a — . , 

to the guardians of the Limerick Union, but my impression 
the order, as directed by the Act of Parliament. 

’ J I am, &c. 

ted) J. Eves, 

Assistant Relieving Officer. 



Copy of Mr. Frost's Report as to Ellen Haley. 

46, High-street, Wapping, 

14 December 1866. 

Gentlemen, pxnlanation as to the case of Eden 

In compliance with your request for aw P under the care of an 

Haley, I leg to infori you that that perm was i tente ta he appears 
officer of mine, named Corfleld, that she was taken by him to imr , rr to 

8. M 3 
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to have been persuaded by her to let her go to her mother at Kanturk, instead of being 
delivered by him at the Limerick Workhouse. He had the warrant with him, and ought 
to have done his duty. Under these circumstances, I can only express my extreme 
regret and am quite willing to return the amount charged for the conductor s fare and 
expenses from Cork to Limerick; but as to the expression of opinion on the part of 
R Bourke Esq the Poor Law Inspector, that this case is another exhibition of my 
habitual contempt of the law, I must respectfully call the attention of your Board to the 
fact that I have conducted the removals from your Union to Ireland tor the last 15 
years, and that this is the only case in which I have been called upon to give an 
explanation. I am, &o. 

To tbe Chairman and Guardians of the (signed) J. Frost. 

Poor of the Whitechapel Union. 



Copt of Letter from the Poor Law Board to the Guardians of Whitechapel Lnion. 

Poor Law Board, Whitehall, S.W., 
Sir, 12 January 1867. 

I am directed by the Poor Law Board to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 
28th ultimo, containing the observations of the guardians of the Whitechapel Union 
respecting die case of the pauper Ellen Haley, who was removed from that Union to 
Ireland, and enclosing reports made to the guardians on the case of Mr. J . Eves, Assistant 
Relieving Officer, and Mr. J. Frost, by whom the removal was conducted. 

The Board direct me to express their regret that the guardians have not themselves 
attended to the requirements of the statutes which regulate the proceedings in the removal 
of paupers to Ireland, but have delegated the discharge of those duties to their assistant 
relieving officer, who appears to he unacquainted with the proper course to be pursued 
in such cases. 

Moreover, Mr. Frost, who holds no official position or authorised appointment under the 
guardians, but is only an agent engaged for his own personal profit in the transmission 
under orders of removal of Irish paupers to Ireland, does not appear to be willing or able 
to secure trustworthy servants to discharge his business properly. 

The Board trust that if the guardians have occasion again to remove an Irish pauper to 
Ireland, they will give due attention to the provisions of the statutes in that behalf, and 
not leave the business to be transacted by one of their subordinate officers. 

I am, & c. 

G. Adams Farr, Esq., Clerk to the Guardians (signed) R. A. Earle, Secretary 
of the Whitechapel Union Workhouse, 

Charles-street, Mile-end, 

New-town, N.E. 



- V. — 

Case of Johanna Coghlin and Four Children removed from Stepney Union. 



No. I. — Letter from the Clerk of Listowel Union. 

Listowel Poor Law Union, 

Gentlemen, 15 December 1866. 

I respectfully beg to enclose copy of a warrant dated 17th ultimo, for the removal 
of a person named Johanna Coghlin and her four children from the Stepney Union to this 
Union. 

Should she he brought to the workhouse of this Union, answers to the usual queries 
shall be forwarded. 

I have, &c. 

The Poor Law Commissioners, (signed) John M‘Caulay, 

Custom House, Dublin. Clerk of Union. 
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No. 2. Observations of Mr. Horsley,, Poor Law Inspector. 

THIS woman and her four children are in tire KUlarney Workhouse, haying been ad- 
nutted thereto by the relieving officer of the Killamey district, who found them in a state 
of utter destitution in the town of Killarney. u a Btate 

The removing officer who accompanied them on the voyage from London deserted them 
in Cork, having first paid the tram fare lr. ,m thence to Killamey, for the mother, Johanna 
Coghlui, and two of her four children only. I believe the railway officials, out of com- 
passion allowed the other two children to travel free with their mother. Mrs Coo-hlin 
asserts that the removing officer was drunk, and treated her very badly. She does not 
know his surname, but his Christian name is “ Peter,” and he has a scar on his face 
She was forced to pawn some of her clothing in Cork. 

As will be seen from the accompanying answers to the usual queries, which I obtained 
from her yesterday afternoon, she never had any connection with the Listowel Union, but 
was born in Tuagh Parish in the Killarney Union; and she states that she was’ not 
examined on oath before a magistrate, and that she neither signed nor placed her mark to 
any paper or depositions before her removal from the Stepney Union. 

The removing officer should, I think, be prosecuted in this case, and perhaps the 
Listowel Board of Guardians should be recommended to apply for a copy of the deposi- 
tions on which the warrant of removal was granted. I fear the Killarney guardians can- 
not move in it, as the warrant was not directed to them. 

19 December 18G6. .o n 



No. 3.— Answers to Queries referred to in the foregoing Observations. 

Johunna Coughlin and Four Children under 16 years of age, 

1. Date of warrant or copy [send copy if received] ? — 17th November 1866. 

2. Date of embarkation? — 6th December 1866. 

3. Name of the port at which the embarkation took place? — London Docks; steam- 
boat “ Minerva.” 

4. How sent; as a dock passenger, or otherwise ? — Cabin passengers. 

5. When and by whom delivered at the workhouse ?— Deserted at Cork by removing 
officer, named c ‘ JL’otor;” surname not known. He was drunk almost continuously. 

6. Ilow long is it since the pauper left Ireland ? — Twenty-five years ago. 

7. Where was the pauper born in Ireland [giving, if possible, the name of the parish 
and the name of the townland] ? — Tuagh or Knockane, Killarney Union. 

8. What was the pauper’s last place of residence in Ireland [giving, if possible, the 
name of the parish, and the name of the townland]? — Tuagh or Knockane, Killamey 
Union. 

9. How long had the pauper resided in such place before leaving Ireland ? — From her 
birth. 

10. Where was the pauper residing in England when she became chargeable [give the 
name of the union, and also of the parish or township, if possible] ? — No. 3, Cole-street, 
Limehouse ; Jcnkyn’s-place, and No. 1, King John’s-court, all in the parish of Lime- 
house, and Stepney Union. 

11. How long had she resided there ? — Sixteen years. 

13. If the pauper is a widow, when did her husband die? — Widow; husband drowned 
about 19 months ago. Widow received out-door relief in Stepney Union till within a 
fortnight of hor removal to Ireland. She refused to be received into the Stepney 
Workhouse. 



No. 4. — Letter from the Commissioners to the Under Secretary of the 
Lord Lieutenant. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 27 December 1866. 

. The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Belief of the Poor in Ireland think 
11 right to bring under the consideration of his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant the cir- 
cumstances attending the removal of Johanna Coughlin and her four children from the 
ktepney Union, Middlesex, to this country. From 

8- M 4 
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-n + 1 Q of Mr. Horsley, Poor Law Inspector (a copy of which is 

mdSut wMl be seen that the family were found in a state of utter deshtution in the 
enciosea), it w u ^ abandoned by t he removing of&cer in charge of them, 

town of Killa y, ^ b tbe warrant under which tkey were removed required 

anddeUvered at the work- 

h Tco°ny h o?th“ n amnt has been received by the Listowel Board of G^diam, but no 
eonv oTtbe depositions on which it was granted ; and it will be observed that the woman 
Sies having been examined before a magistrate previously to her removal, or having 
eov^fenosition whatever, and alleges that she never had any connection with 
iStowei y Itwill be seen also that she complains of ill-treatment on the part of the 

r Twp g e» questionable, according to Johanna Coughlin’s statement, whether she 
legally^removable, having resided in the same parish (both before and after her widow- 

t0 The f CommSM.-s also enclose a copy of a list of queries and answers in reference to 
this case, received from Mr. Horsley ; and, under all the circumstances, the Commis- 
sioners submit that it is one which requires further investigation, and should be brought 
under tbe notice of the Poor Law Board of England. ^ ^ 

To General Sir T. A. Larcom, k.c.b., &c., (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 
Dublin Castle. 



No. 5.— Letter from tbe Under Secretary of the Lord Lieutenant to the 
Commissioners. 

Gentlemen Dublin Castle, 4 March 1867. 

I am directed by the Lord Lieutenant to transmit herewith, for your information, with 
reference to your letter of the 27th December last, copy of correspondence relative to the 
removal of the pauper Johanna Coughlin and her four children from the Stepney Union 
to this country. 

1 am, &c. 

The Poor Law Commissioners, (signed) Thomas A. Larcom. 

Custom House. 



Copt of Correspondence referred to in foregoing Letter. 

N 0 . g. — L etter from the Under Secretary of State for the Home Department to the 
Under Secretary of the Lord Lieutenant. 

Sir, 'Whitehall, 28 February 1867. 

With reference to your letter of the 29th December last, I am directed by Mr. 
Secretary Walpole to transmit to you, to be laid before his Excellency the Lord 
Lieutenant, the enclosed papers, which have been received from the Poor Law Board, 
relative to the removal of the pauper Johanna Coughlin and her four children from the 
Stepney Union to Ireland. 

I am, &c. 

Major General Sir Thomas Larcom, K.C.B., &c.., (signed) Belmore. 

Dublin Castle. 



No. 7. — Letter from the Clerk of Stepney Union to the Poor Law Board. 

Stepney Union, Guardians’ Offices, York- street WeBt, 
Sir, Commercial-road, E., 18 February 1867 

I am directed by the Guardians to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 10th 
ult., No. 729/1867 C., upon the subject of the removal of a woman named Coughlin and 
her four children from this union to Ireland. 

It would appear from the copy queries and answers relative to the case, and the copy 
observations of Mr. Horsley thereon, enclosed in your letter, that the complaint against 
the Guardians is of a three-fold nature. 

1st. That the pauper was irremovable at the time the order was made. 

2nd. That, if removable, she had been removed to a wrong place, and upon an 
order illegally obtained ; and 

3rd. That, assuming the order were correct, the removal itself had been carried 
out in a discreditable manner. 

With 
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With respect to the irremovability of the pauper, I have to state that the residence of 
the pauper, when she became chargeable to this union, was at No. 28, Northey-street, 
Limehouse, and that she had only resided four days within the Stepney Union when she 
became. chargeable. The examination of the pauper, taken on the 17th day of November 
last, before Mr. Partridge, a magistrate at the Thames Police Court, as also the original 
■order made by that gentleman for the removal of the family to Ireland, are sent herewith 
for the consideration of the Poor Law Board, and it will be seen from the examination 
that on the date when it was taken the pauper swore that she had not resided in the 
Stepney Union for more than about three weeks since residing in the county of 



With respect to the removal of the pauper to Killarney, instead of to Inagh, or 
Knockane, the Poor Law Board will perceive, from the enclosed examination, that when 
before Mr. Partridge the woman swore that to the best of her knowledge and belief she 
was born in the first-mentioned parish, and this being so the magistrate necessarily 
assumed that she was speaking the truth, and acted accordingly. The statement of the 
woman that she was not examined on oath before a magistrate, and that she neither 
signed nor placed her mark to any paper or depositions before her removal from this 
union will, it is assumed, be taken lor what it is worth in the face of the documents 
enclosed. 

With respect to the statement of the pauper that she was deserted at Cork by the re- 
moving officer, who was drunk almost continuously, I am directed by the guardians to 
state that they have made inquiries into the matter, and that they have reason to fear 
that the man, Peter Reynolds, who had charge of the case, was not a trustworthy person; 
but they desire me to state that Mr. Frost, their agent for carrying into effect Irish re- 
movals, and who was the employer of the man in question, has undertaken that under no 
circumstances will he employ him again. Mr. Frost states, however, that the woman 
•Coughlin told him before she left for Ireland that she would give all the trouble 
she could, and that Reynolds assures him that she would insist upon being sent to 
Killarney. 

It is perhaps proper that I should state that the delay in not replying earlier to your 
letter has been occasioned by the illness of Mr. Frost, and his inability until lately to 
attend to any communications with him on the subject. 

Trusting that the observations I have made in this letter will be considered satisfactory 
.by the Poor Law Board, 

I am, &c. 

Ralph A. Earle, Esq., M.P., (signed) W. B. Swepstone, 

Secretary Poor Law Board, Whitehall. Clerk. 



Cory of Warrant of Removal. 

'To the Guardians of the Poor of the Stepney Union, in the Metropolitan Police District, 
and County of Middlesex, and to the Guardians of the Poor of the Listowel Union, m 
tile County of Kerry, in Ireland. 

Metropolitan Police District, to wit. 

Whekeas complaint is now made by tlie Guardians of the Poor of the Stepney Union, 
in the said district, and county of Middlesex, unto me, William Partridge, hsq., one ot 
the magistrates of the police courts of the metropolis, sitting at the police aiurt at Stepney, 
within the metropolitan police district, and county of Middlesex, that Johanna Loughlm 
has become and is now chargeable to the said union; and whereas the said Johanna 
Coughlin having been brought before me, and application having been made to me by 
John Cunningham, the removing officer of the said Guardians on their behalf, I have 
made due examination ou oath, and find that the said Johanna Coughlin is of the reputed 
»ge of 37 years, and was born in Ireland, in the parish of Killahinny, in the ; 

Kerry, now contained in the said union of Listowel and hath toot a settanen rm England 
and is not otherwise exempt from removal from the said Stepney Union, and that she 
hath four children, named Julia, Bartholomew, Catherine, and Mary, of .the ^«P“ te< L ? . 
of 12 years, 11 years, eight years, and three years respectively, or thereaboute whch 
■children are not exempt from removal from the said union; and I 1 ave seen the srnd 
■Johanna Coughlin ami children, and am satisfied hat .the said l Johan™ CougUin and 
children are in such a state of health as not to be liable to suffer bodily 01 mental injury 

These are, therefore, to require you, the Guardians of the Pom _° f ® the’S 

to cause the said Johanna Coughlin, with her family, to be sa y 7 

Union of Listowel, and to he delivered at the workhouse ofsuchimon. h d 

Given under my hand and seal, at the police court 7 

of November, in the year of our Lord one thousand eig 

IV. Partridge. (Seal.; 



• 8 / 



N 
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Cory of Examination of Johanna Coughlin. 

Metropolitan Police District, to wit. 

The examination of Johanna Coughlin, aged 37 years, taken on oath before me, the 
undersigned, one of the magistrates of the police courts of the metropolis, sitting at the 
police court at Stepney, within the metropolitan police district, and county of Middlesex, 
this 17th day of November, in the year of our Lord 1866, who, on oath, saith that, ac- 
cording to the best of her knowledge and belief, she was born in the parish or place of 
Killahinny, in the county of Kerry', in that part of the United Kingdom called Ireland, 
which she left about 25 years ago, and hath no settlement in that part of the United King- 
dom called England, and hath actually become, and is now, chargeable to the Stepney Poor 
Law Union, in the Baid county of Middlesex, and has not resided in the said union for more 
than about three weeks since residing in the county of Kent, and that she hath four 
* children, named Julia, Bartholomew, Catherine, and Mary, of the reputed ages of 12 
years, 11 years, 8 years, and 3 years respectively, or thereabouts, which said children have 
not rained a settlement in England ; and that the state of her health and of her said 
children respectively is such, that she or her said children, or cither of them, will not be 
liable to suffer any bodily or mental injury by removal to Ireland. 

her 

Johanna + Coughlin, 
mark. 

Sworn the day and year first above written, at the police court aforesaid, before me, 

(signed) W. Partridge. 



No. 8 . — Letter from the Poor Law Commissioners to the Board of Guardians of 
Killarney Union. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Si Fj 21 March 1867. 

The Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland desire 
to inform the Board of Guardians of Killarney Union that the case of a woman named 
Johanna Coughlin, who was some time since admitted into the workhouse of that union 
with her four children, having been brought under the notice of the Commissioners by 
Mr. Horseley, and it appearing, from the woman’s statements, that they had been illegally 
removed from England, and that the removal, even if legal, had been carried out in an 
improper manner, the family having been neglected and deserted by the removing officer 
before they arrived at the place of ultimate destination. The Commissioners have made 
inquiry on the subject, and they now enclose, for the information of the Board of Guardians, 
a copy of correspondence, which has been forwarded to them by direction of his Ex- 
cellency the Lord Lieutenant, between the Poor Law Board in England and the Board 
of Guardians of Stepney Union, from which it appears that all the statements made by 
Johanna Coughlin, excepting that which relates to her desertion by the removing officer, 
are without foundation. 



To the Clerk of Killarney Union. 



By order of the Commissioners, 

B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 



— VI. 



Case of Mary Horrigan and her Four Children, removed from Greenwich to 
Skibbereen. 



(No. 17,688/67.) 

No. I.— Extract from Guardians’ Minutes of 4th July 1867. 

A WARRANT for the removal of Mary Horrigan and family from the Greenwich Union 
fo Skibbereen was laid before the Board. A copy is enclosed, with her statement, and 
heads of inquiry. 

Resoloed , — That the circumstances connected with the removal of Mary Horrigan, the 
wife of Michael Horrigan, a marine on board Her Majesty’s Ship “ Satellite,” and her 
four young children from the Greenwich Union to the Skibbereen Union, are of a most 
painful character, and the particular attention of the Poor Law Commissioners is re- 
quested 
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+ e d to her statement, now forwarded. We are not prepared to say whether the law 
£ been violated or not in this ease, but we should consider ourselves unworthy of our 
" M + as guardians, and wanting in the feelings of Christian men if we did not enter our 
^ o- and unanimous protest against, and condemnation of, a law that sanctions the 
up of family ties and associations, often, as in this case, with the most heartless 
breaK & J. conBe q 11(111 oe.a and the feelings of humanity ; and we strongly urge on the 
Poor-Law Commissioners to use their influence in having this law altered. 

Adopted. 

(No. 17, 719/(57.) 

No _ 2 . Static MEN'r of Mari/ Horny an. (Referred to in preceding Resolution.) 

T nv YC avH in England ; wan one. year old when she left Ireland ; is the wife of Michael 
Hmri™ for tlio las". Ill y cars ; ho 'is a marine in the Queen’s service, and left Ms home 
™ the “ Satellite'” nuui-nl'-wiir in China ; since her marriage has lived with her 
LLnd in Woolwich. lie left about seven months since; up to his departure, never 
“Smd’aiiv uarisli relief. The relieving officer told her she was to come to Ireland, and 
if shl refJci he would bring the police. Was taken before a magistrate who asked 
if her children were born in Woolwich ; replied yes. On Tuesday, the 26th June, the 
officer told l.er she was to come over to Ireland ; she again objected Her clntdren were 
at the Military School, at Woolwich, since her husband left England, She left hei house 
which she lias occupied for ton years, under the same landlord, and ill No. 5, Hfmj- 
itreet Rood’s Buildings, Wnolwicli, with the relieving officer. She left her house, furm- 
tae/and a nice homo looked the door, and gave the key ton person m the street, a 
Mend of hers, to keep for her. She acquainted the commandant who sard if she wan 
ent over ho would see to it. She left her house m consequence «t a pokceinan comm* 
Ther She states that her husband allowed her 15 s. per month, and that she worked 
whenever she wot employment, and earned about 7 s. 6 i. per week. She received from 
the parish 2 s. 0,Z. and tore loaves of bread per week, winch she would not rejmre had 

exfiensesf IWutto, Sdid not knew the nature of tlio document she signed, and 
cannot read or write. 



(No. 17,719/70.) 

No. 3.— Copt of Waubakt of Emovai, and Examcmtioh of Paupk. 

To tho G uardians of the Poor of the Ore mm* Union, m the County of Ken,. 

To the Gmirdnms of the Poor of the SkMcr eer, Union, in the County of Cork, in t e 
Kingdom of Ireland. 



y/HBREAS complaint hath been made by the ^ lcl ig of her g^to a °et and seal affixed. 
Union, in the county of Kent, unto me wl vv~+rr>nolitau police district, that Mary 
sitting at (die police court at Woolwich, wth “ ® t| ^ id ull ; 0 ’ n; And whereas the said 
Horrigan hath become and Is now chargeable to the sato umo . to m 

Mary Kerrigan having been brought before tleir behalf, I have 

by Joseph Moore, assisting relieving officer c > » « Horrigan is of the reputed age 

made dun mmmimvtim. on oath, and find that the saia maryx^ n{ CastlehaTMj m 



7 norvigan navmg oecu ----- , w - uord ians, on tlieir Denau, a 

, oseph Moore, assisting relieving officer jjJL Horrigan is of the reputed age 

made due examination on oath, and find th Ireland in the parish of Castlehaven, in 

of 28 years, and was horn in the kmgdcm ^^^^^ibbereen, and hath not a settle- 



oi ao years, ana was uurn ,o . , TT ■ airikhereen, ana natn nub <* 

the county of Cork, now contained m the sai „ removal from the said Greenwich 
roent in England, and is not otherwise exempt K ™7wed 9 , EUen Horrigan, 6, 
■Union, and that she hath four children, , whioh children ore not exempt from 

James Horrigan, 3, and Mary Jane, 12 ’ ,, j d Mary Horrigan, and am 

removal from the said union. And I have seen the « ^ Mary J ^ M not 
satisfied that, the said Mary Horrigan and 

to be liable tn suffer bodily or mental injury 7 , 0 f the Greenwich Union 

These are therefore to require you, the conveyed to the parish of 

to cause the said Mary Horrigan with “F > T ^ 7 0 f 3u ch nmon, the place of 

said union of Skibbcreon, and to be detoered at toe wor 

the ultimate destination of tbe said Maty £ • ^ ^ 27tb May 

Given under my hand and seal, P . 

1867 . James Traill. 

o N 2 
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The examination of Mary Horrigan, wife of Michael Horrigan, Royal Marines, now in 
China aged 28 years, taken on oath before me, one of the magistrates of the police courts 
of metropolis, sitting'at the police court, in Woolwich, within the Metropolitan Police 
District, this 27th day of May 1867, who on her oath said that according to the heat of' 
her knowledge and belief she was born in the parish of Castlehaven in the county of' 
Cork, in that part of the United Kingdom called Ireland, which sheleft about 27 years 
ago*and hath no settlement in that part of the United Kingdom called England, and hath 
actually become and is now chargeable to the Greenwich Union m the said county of 
Kent, and that she hath four children, viz., Catherine, Ellen, James, and Mary Anne, 
neither of which children has gained a settlement in England, and that the state of her 
health, of himself, and of her said children respectively is such that neither she or her 
said children respectively nor either of them will be liable to suffer any bodily or mental 
injury by removal to Ireland. 

her 

Mary + Horrigan. 

mark. 

Sworn the day and year first above written before me at the police court,. 

Woolwich, in the said county of Kent. 

James Traill. 



(No. 17,719/67.) 

No. 4. — Replies to usual Inquiries. — Mary Horrigan. 

Heads op Inquiry. 

1. Date of warrant or copy (send copy if received)? — 27th May 1867. 

2. Date of embarkation ? — 26th June 1867. 

3. Name of the port at which the embarkation took place ? — London. 

4. How sent ; as a deck passenger or otherwise ? — Deck. 

5. When and by whom delivered at the Workhouse? — On Sunday, the 30th June, by 
Weats, removing officer. 

6. How long is it since the pauper left Ireland ? — 27 years. 

7. Where was the pauper born in Ireland (giving, if possible, the name of the parish, 
and the name of the townland)? — Castlehaven electoral division and Castlehaven. 
townland. 

8. What was the pauper’s last place of residence in Ireland (giving if possible the 
name, of the parish, and the name of the townland ? — Castlehaven electoral division and 
Castlehaven townland. 

9. How long had the pauper resided in such place before leaving Ireland ? — Since she 
was born. 

10. Where was the pauper residing in England or Scotland when she became chargeable? 
Give the name of the union and also of the parish or township, if possible? — Woolwich,. 
Greenwich Union. 

11. How long had he resided there ? — 10 years. 

12. If less than three years, give as accurately as possible the particulars of previous- 
residence for at least three years, stating in all cases, if possible, the name of the union, 
and of the parish or township. 

13. If the pauper is a widow, when did her husband die ? 

14. If the pauper is a married woman deserted by her husband, how long is it since the 
desertion took place ? — Husband, Michael Horrigan, is a marine serving in China. 

a. Where was the husband born 1 — North of Ireland. 

i. Had he ever received relief from any parish or union in England or Scotland?' 

If so, at what time and from what parish or union ? — No. 

c. Where did he last reside? 

d. How long had he resided there ? 

15. If the pauper is under the age of 16 years, and an orphan, was he residing with 
his surviving parent at the time of such parent’s death ? 

16. Date of surviving parent’s death ? 

17. Where was the parent residing at the time of death ? — Give the name of the union, 
and also of the parish or township. 

18 . How long had the parent resided there ? 
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(No. 17,688/67.) 

No. 5. — Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 

Sir, . 10 Jul y 1867 - 

The 5 Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland, 
acknowledge the receipt of the resolution passed by the Board of Guardians of the 
Skibbereen Union at their meeting on the 4th instant, drawing attention to the circum- 
stances connected with the removal of Mary Horrigan and her children from the Green- 
wich Union. The Commissioners have also had before them the warrant and the 
particulars furnished in this case, and they have to state that it is most desirable < that this 
woman’s evidence should have been taken by the inspector ; and they trust that the 
statement of her having been sent back (illegally) to England, which appears in the 
“ Cork Examiner ” newspaper, is not correct. 

By order, &c. 

To the Clerk, Skibbereen Union. (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 



(No. 18,318/67.) 

No. 6. — Extract from Guardians’ Minutes of 11th July 1867. 

Bead letter No. 17,688/67, dated 10th July 1867, referring to the case of Mary 
Horri«an and four children removed from Greenwich Union, and hoping that the state- 
ment that she was sent back to England is not the fact. 

A7 b The woman has gone back to England. . . . , , , 

From William McMullen, Esq,., Cork, dated 9th July 1867, stating that he had got a 
free passage from Cork for Mary Horrigan and four children, also a sum of 30 s. for sea 

8t EesolYcd The Guardians have to thank Mr. McMullen for the humane and active 

enabled Mary Horrigan to return to Woolwich, from which place the Greenwich autho- 
rities had so relentlessly and cruelly removed her to Ireland. 

Adopted. 



(No. 17,719/67.) 

No. 7 . — Letter from the Commissioners to the Under Secretary of His Excellency 
the Lord Lieutenant. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
o' 13 July 1867. 

The 1- Commissioners for administering the Laws for fheii^xcellende? 1 th? Lotos 
the honour to forward herewith, for the mformatton of to ^eeUencig^^ 

S:rnEn“ 

“The Commissioners Mso enclose a copy 

by Mary Horrigan, and copies of the exannnaton of woman 

Woolwich, and of tlio warrant for the removal of the . f f Miohael Horrigan, 

It appears from Mary Horrigan’s statement that she is *“ ^ China; that she “has 
serving as a marine on board Her Majesty P, .,7 ,p c same house during 

lived with her husband in Woolwich about 10 year , mh»bitn« s ice, , he had never 
that time ; that up to his departure, on smvi , ^ ^ a rrL011 r l , ou tof his pay, and 

received any parish relief ; that her husba , , being so young, she applied 

that she earned money herself, but that 0WI “8 , , pjnfon, until she received 

for and obtained some relief n^^l^feetedTrtoeive fern her husband, _ 
a sum of money (5 1 or 6 1), which ita AorUy .-Eli wou ld be eutitledto his retiring 
It further appears that in six months i ® at tllc Military School at Wool- 

pension from the Queen's service; that his iliiltoen . her metier nor any 

wich since lie left; that her mother resides at Depttoid , com pelled to come not- 

of her friends knoi of her being sent o 

withstanding her earnest remonstrancea to ^ ^ She 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL. 



She states that she offered the removing officer to pay all the expenses of taking her 
back, and that she left her house with her furniture in it, locking the door, and leaving the 
key with a friend to keep for her. _ 

It appears that this woman has since returned to England, but the circumstances, if truly 
stated by Mary Horrigan, represent a’ case of such extreme hardship that it seems to the 
Commissioners to be desirable that an opportunity for explanation of it should be afforded 
to the Board of Guardians of Greenwich Union. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To Sir Thomas Larcom, K.C.B., 

Dublin Castle. 



No. 8. — Letter from the Under Secretary of State for the Home Department, to the 
Under Secretary of the Lord Lieutenant. (Referred to the Commissioners.) 

Sir, Whitehall, 20 September 1867. 

With reference to your letter of the 18th July, 1 am directed by Mr. Secretary Hardy 
to transmit to you, for the information of the Lord Lieutenant, a copy of a letter which 
has been received by the Poor Law Board from the Guardians of the poor of the Green- 
wich Union, respecting the case of Mary Horrigan. 

I am, &c. 

To Major General (signed) Adolphus F. O. Liddell. 

Sir Thomas Larcom, k.c.b., Dublin Castle. 



Enclosure in foregoing Letter. 

Letter from the Clerk of Greenwich Union to the Poor Law Board. 



My Lords and Gentlemen, Greenwich, S.E., 10 September 1867. 

I am directed by the Guardians to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 30th July, 
and its enclosures, relative to the removal of Mary Horrigan, an Irish pauper, from this 
union to Skibbereen, and to inform you that they have called upon the relieving officer 
for an explanation of the case, who states : — 

E Mary Horrigan was relieved first in October 1866, and it was only after this relief 
had been given for some considerable time that the Guardians ordered the removal to be 
effected. 



2. It is not true that she refused to go to Ireland, nor did she complain before the magis- 
trates, but has since said she went to try the question. It is also not true that she could 
not communicate with her friends at Deptford ; the relieving officer would have written if 
he had been asked, and the distance is not great. The relieving officer had no idea she 
had lett the key of her room, or that she had any goods not disposed of, but it is true 
that after all arrangements had been made and she had slept in London near the railway 
stafron, she then refused to proceed, and the relieving officer called a police constable, who 
read the magistrate s order to her, and told her she must go. 

w^ at - v is t I U ? tha , ^ at P riato1 she offered t0 W all expenses and return 
to Woolwich, or that she asked the relieving officer to let her return. 

- r5 rTu 0te the co ™ fort of the Paupers on the journey, took 
them by ml to Bristol, instead of by steamer from London to Cork. 

tjY^vl 0 in 5 uu V contained in the latter part of your letter, I have to state that 
Sm-fwh. th h< T n ^ Wd E* a P p ears to have been the only one made at the police 
court when the order of removal was issued, J 1 

“PKf 8 no , d " ubt ^ *9 the removability of Mary Horrigan to Skibbereen. 
tter addressed to yon of this date, the Guardian*, have made some general 

2?5£Zi“ ft,i &K 4rs™ ovsls ’ wh:ch * this 



To the Poor Law Board. 



I have, &c. 

(signed) Samuel Saw, 
Clerk to the Guardians. 
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(No. 24,396/67.') 

No. 9. — Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 



Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
gj V} 2 October 1867. 

ADVERTING to the Minutes of Proceedings of the Board of Guardians of the Skib- 
berecn Union on the 4th July last, in which the Guardians call attention to the circum- 
stances attending the removal of a married woman named Mary Horrigau, with her four 
children, from the. Greenwich Union to Skibboreen on the 26th June last, the 
Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland, desire to 
state that, having forwarded a statement of the case, with copies of the documents 
relating thereto, for the information of his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, they received 
a communication on the 26tli ultimo from the office of the Chief Secretary, enclosing a 
copy of a letter from the clerk of the Greenwich Union containing an explanation of the 
circumstances, a copy of which is enclosed herewith for the information of the Board of 
Guardians. 

By order, &c. 

To the Clerk, Skibberecn Union. (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 



- VII. - 



VII. Case of Ellen Keating e (a Married Woman deserted by her Husband) 

and Two Children, from Liverpool to Tullamore. 



(No. 15,282/68.) 

No. 1.— Extract from the Minutes of the Tullamore Board of Guardians, dated 
9th June 1868. 

Gentlemen, Workhouse, 9 June 1868. 

I ADMITTED ’into the Workhouse on yesterday a woman named Ellen Keatinge, and 
her two children, sent here under warrant from Liverpool, where she states she resided 

The attention of the Commissioners is requested to the removal of this woman and her 
two children, she having resided in the parish of Liverpool for the last six years. 

She states that her husband, who is a stonemason, left her some 15 months ago while m 
Liverpool, and that she does not recollect having even lived m Tullamore. 



(No. 15,301/68.) 

No. 2.— Copy of Warrant of Removal. 

To the Select Vcatry of the Parish of Liverpool, in the Borraj£ of 
County ofLancastcr, being the Guardians of the Poor ® _ * w eB t m eath and 

Guardians of the Poor o? the Tullamore Union, in the County of ^ estmeatn, 
the King’s County, in Ireland. 

Borough of Liverpool, to wit. 

At a petty sessions of Her Majesty’s justices of the pMce for the Jo^h rf far 
pool, holden in and for the said borough, at the police cour, ^ . f g the peace 

28th day of May 1868, before us, the undersigned, Her Majesty s justices v 

for the said borough. , , _ _ ._ r . ,-. a _* s i, Liverpool, in the 

Whereas, complaint is now made by the ® elect ^p Stl '^u. Pli pooro f the said parish, 

borough of Liverpool, in the county of Lancaster, asGu nar ish of Liverpool : . And 

that Ellen Caton hath become and is now chargeable to th P v ^ having been 

whereas the said Ellen Caton having been brougffi before 0 f the said 

made to us in petty sessions assembled, by James Alexan ^ ^ said 

Select Vestry, on their behalf, we have made due exami ■ t he parish or town 

Ellen Caton is of the reputed age of 30 years, and TuUamore, and 

of Tullamore, in the King’s County, now contained m the ^ ^ 

she bath not a settlement in England, ^d is not otherwi d ] M argaret , of the reputed 

said parish of Liverpool ; ami that she hath tw ’ w hich children are not exempt 

age oH:! yenra, and John, of the reputed age of w y , ^ ^ave 3een the said Ellen 

from removal lroin the said parish of Livorp . respectively in such a state of 

Caton, and are satisfied that ahe and her sa,d f “ Te re moval to Ireland, 
health as not to he liable to suffer bodily or mental injury by toe These 

S. "4 
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These are, therefore, to require you, the said Select Vestry of the said parish of Liver- 
pool, as such Guardians as aforesaid, to cause the said Ellen Caton, with her family, to he 
safely conveyed to the said Union of Tullamore, and to be delivered at the workhouse of 
such union. . ., 

Given under our hands and seals, at the sessions aforesaid. 

(signed) T. O. Anderson. 

T. Woodruff. 



(No. 15,301/68.) 

No. 3.— -Replies to usual Queries relating to the Removal of Ellen Caton and her Two 
Children from Liverpool to Tullamore ‘Workhouse. 

1. Date of warrant? — 28th May 1868. 

2. Date of embarkation? — 5th June 1868. 

3. Name of the port at which the embarkation took place ?— Liverpool. 

4. How sent, as deck passengers, or otherwise?— As deck passengers. 

5. When and by whom delivered at the workhouse ? — 8tli June 1868, by John 
Molesdale. 

6. How long is it since the pauper left Ireland ? — About eight years. 

7. Where was the pauper born in Ireland ? — States she does not know, but that she 
was told by her mother that she was born in Tullamore. 

8. Where was the pauper’s last place of residence in Ireland? — Mulgrave-street, 
Kingstown, Dublin. 

9. How long had the pauper resided in such place before leaving Ireland ? — About 17 
years. 

10. "Where was the pauper residing in England when she became chargeable? — 
Whittley-street, Liverpool, parish of Liverpool. 

11. How long had she resided there?— Twelve months. 

12. If less than three years, give as accurately as possible the particulars of previous 
residence for at least three years, stating; in all cases, if possible, the name of the union, 
and of the parish or township ? — In Denison-street, Liverpool, for two years, and in 
Great Howard-street, Liverpool, for two years. 

13. If the pauper is a widow, where did her husband die ? — She is 7iot a widow. 

14. If the pauper is a married woman, deserted by her husband, how long is it since 
the desertion took place ? — Deserted by her husband about 15 months ago. 

her 

(signed) Ellen x Caton. 

10 June 1868. mark. 

James McKenna, Clerk of Union. 



(No. 15,301/68.) 

No. 4 . — Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, ... 15 June 1868 - 

The Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland have 
had before them the resolution of the Board of Guardians of Tullamore Union on the 
9th instant, on the subject of the removal of Ellen Keatinge or Caton, and her two 
children, from Liverpool to Tullamore, together with a copy of the warrant of removal, 
and replies to the usual inquiries; and in reference thereto the Commissioners request 
that they may be informed whether the Guardians doubt the fact stated in the warrant, 
that the woman was born in Tullamore, and whether they believe, from her statements, 
that she lived for the full period of 12 months before she became chargeable in the parish 
of Liverpool without ever leaving it during that time. 

It might be well for the Guardians to apply to the removing authorities for a copy of 
the depositions pn which the warrant was granted, in accordance with the 3rd section of 
the 24 & 25 Viet. cap. 76, which provides that the Guardians obtaining the warrant 
shall send a copy of it by post to the clerk of the Board of Guardians of the Union in 
Ireland, to which such poor person shall be ordered to be removed, and also a copy of the 
depositions taken in the case, if the same shall at anytime within three months from the 
date of the warrant be required by any such Board of Guardians. 

To the Clerk of Tullamore. (signed) ^^B^ Banks, Chief Clerk. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL. 



95 



(No. 16,508/68.) 

No. 5.— Extract from Guardians’ Minutes, dated 23rd June 1868. 

Referring to the Commissioners’ letter of the the 15th instant, No. 15,301, respecting 
the removal of Ellen Keatinge or Caton, and her two children, from Liverpool to this 
workhouse, and in which they request to be informed whether the Guardians doubt the 
fact stated in the warrant., that the woman was born in Tullamore ; and whether they 
believe from her statements that she lived for the full period of twelve months before she 
became chargeable in the parish of Liverpool, without ever leaving it during that time. 

This woman states that she does not know where she was bom, but that she was told by 
her mother she was born in Tullamore, while her father, a mason, without any fixed 
residence, was passing through that town in search of employment. She also states that 
she not only lived for the full period of twelve months before she became chargeable in 
the parish of Liverpool, without ever leaving it during that time, but that she resided 
permanently in Liverpool for five years before she received relief from the parish, and 
the Guardians have no reason to doubt this statement. 



(No. 16,508/68.) 

No. 6. — Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. Robinson, Poor Law Inspector. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
gi T} 27 June 1868. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland 
transmit to you herewith the papers relating to the recent removal of Ellen Keatinge and 
her two children from Liverpool, and the Commissioners request that you will take an 
opportunity of examining the woman on the subject of her alleged residence in Liverpool 
before her removal. # . . , 

The Commissioners have directed that a letter he written pointing out to the Board ot 
Guardians the course to be taken in the event of their considering an appeal desirable, 
and again drawing their attention to the suggestion that the depositions on which the 
warrant was granted should be applied for. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To Henry Robinson, Esq., 

&c. &c. &c. 

14, Adelaidc-strcct, Kingstown. 



(No. 16,508/68.) 

]Sfo. 7. Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
gj r 27 June 1868. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Lew for Belief of the Poor in Ireland hare 
had before them the Minute of the Board of Guardians of Tullamore Union on the 23rd 
instant, on the subject of the removal of Ellen Keatinge and her two children from Liver- 
pool; and in reference thereto the Commissioners desire to state that it the lacts aie as 
stated by Ellon Keatinge, regarding her residence m the parish of Liverpool, she was not 
legally removable, and the warrant might successfully be appealed against. 

The Vtli section of tlie Act 26 & 27 Viet. o. 80 (a copy of which is each*!) S 
for a preliminary inquiry, and also for a subsequent appeal against the warrant (rt remove^, 
if the facts ascertained on the preliminary inquiry shoiid appear to I 

ana in the event of the appeal being successful, the costs meurred by ‘hf G^to'n the 
preliminary inquiry and in the appeal, as well as the cost of the 

of conveying tlcm back to the place from which they were removed, will be reimbursed 
to the Guardians by the removing authorities m England. i gainst the 

Should the Guardians determine that it is desirable to have an ^ 

removal in this case, it will be necessary for them to pass a resqlntionm ™ 

the terms of the Statute, stating the grounds on which they consider the paupeis were 
removable, and agreeing to pay the costa incurred. Instance whether 

The Commissioners, however, are desirous of being mforme . ag suggested in 

the depositions on which the warrant was granted have . PP t ^ opportunity 
their letter of the 15th ultimo, and they will request Mr. 
of examining the woman on the subject of her residence in p 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To the Clerk, Tullamore Union. 
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(No. 17,085/68.) 

No. 8.— Extuact from Guardians’ Minutes, dated 30th June 1868. 



Proposed by John Peirce, Esq., seconded by E. S. Scully, Esq., 

Piest, that having heard the evidence given by Ellen Keatinge (or Caton) before 
Mr Robinson, Poor Law Inspector, the Board of Guardians are of opinion that from the 
length of time she resided in Liverpool she was not removable to this country ; and they 
request the Poor Law Commissioners will cause a preliminary inquiry to be made into 
the circumstances attending her removal and the removal of her children from Liverpool 
to the Tullamore Union ; and the Board of Guardians agree to pay all costs which may 
be incurred in the preliminary inquiry and in the appeal against tlio warrant for the 
removal of these persons, if the Commissioners after such inquiry see fit to appeal. 

The Board forward herewith to the Commissioners the depositions on which the warrant 
for the removal was granted. 

Passed unanimously. 



(No. 17,095/68.) 

No. 9. — Depositions referred to in foregoing Minute. 

Borough of Liverpool, to wit. 

The examination of Ellen Caton, taken on oath before us, the undersigned, two of Her 
Majesty’s justices of the peace in and for the said borough of Liverpool in petty 
sessions assembled, this 28th day of May, in the year of Our Lord 1868, who on. her oath 
saith that she hath become and is now chargeable to the parish of Liverpool, in the said 
borough ; that according to the best of her knowledge and belief she is about 30 years 
of ao-e, and was born in Ireland, in the parish or town of Tullamore, in the King’s County, 
now contained in the Union of Tullamore, in the county of Westmeath and King’s County 
in Ireland aforesaid ; that she hath not a settlement in England, and is not otherwise 
exempt from removal from the said parish of Liverpool; that she hath two children, named 
Margaret, of the reputed age of 13 years, and John, of the reputed age of two years, which 
children are not exempt from removal from the said parish of Liverpool, and that the said 
Ellen Caton and her said children are in such a state of health as not to be liable to suffer 
any bodily or mental injury by removal to Ireland. 

The x mark of 

Ellen Caton. 

Sworn the day and year first above written, 
before us, at Liverpool, in the said borough. 

(signed) T. D. Anderson. 

J. Woodruff. 



(No. 17,093/68) 

No. 10. — Repoet from Mr. Robinson, Poor Law Inspector, to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, Kingstown, 1 July 1868. 

I beg to inform you that in accordance with the instructions contained in your letter oi 
the 27th ultimo, I have examined Ellen Keatinge (or Caton) respecting her residence m 
Liverpool before her removal to Tullamore, and 1 forward to you her evidence herewith. 
The woman, who is very illiterate, states she does not know how to spell her name. 

I would beg to refer you to the resolution on the subject of this woman’s removal, adopted 
by the Board of Guardians of Tullamore Union at their meeting held on the 30th ultimo. 

I have, &c. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners. (signed) Henry Robinson. 



(No. 17,093/68.) 

No. 11. — Examination of Ellen Keatinge enclosed in foregoing Report. 

Ellen Keatinge (or Caton) having been duly sworn, states : — My mother lives at 46 
Mulgrave-street, Kingstown, and I lived with her there from the time I was a child till 1 
went to -England. My mother’s name is Julia Kavanagh, and she always told me I was 
born in Tullamore. 1 married about 16 years ago, and my husband came and lived with 
my mother and me in 46, Mulgrave-street, Kingstown, and we lived there till we went to 
England. We left Ireland about nine and a quarter years ago, and lived three years in 
Holyhead, and then went to Liverpool ; when we went to Liverpool we lived for two 
years with Mrs. Shorey in No. 8, Denison-street ; we then lived for two years at No. 8 
Court, Great Howard-street, and then moved to the house of Mrs. Doolan, No. 8, Whitlow- 

street. 
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street. After we lived there about a year my husband went to look for work. He is a 
mason. I do not know where lie went to, or where he is, and I never heard from him 
since. About a fortnight after he left me, I went into the workhouse and remained there 
about 15 months, when I was sent here. I had never received relief before my hus- 
band left me. I am certain that Great Court, Howard-street, and Whitlow-street are in 
the same parish and union, and while I lived in those two places, I never slept a night 
out of them till I went into the workhouse. 

I have no doubt that I. was bom in Tullamore, and when I went before the magistrates 
l 6aid the statement road to me that I was born in Tullamore was true, but I did not say 
I only knew it from my mother. When I was examined about it in the workhouse I said 
I knew X was born in Tullamore, because my mother told me so. 

I asked in the Liverpool workhouse to be sent to Ireland, but I wanted to be sent to 
Kingstown. 

I am not quite sure whether I lived a full year in Whitlow-street before I went into 
the workhouse. , . , . , . „. 

My husband was born in Murphys town, which is about two miles from Kingstown. 

her 

jG Uen x Keatinge (or Caton ) 
mark. 

Sworn before me this 30th of June 1868. 

Henry Robinson, Poor Law Inspector. 



(No. 17,093/70.) 

No. 12. Lettek from the Commissioners to Messrs. Marsh & Barrett , Solicitors. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Gentlemen, ' ^ July 1868. . 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor m Ireland 
transmit to you herewith a file of papers relating to the removal of Ellen Caton or 
Keatinge, and her two children, from the parish of Liverpool to Tullamore, and the 
Commissioners request that you will be so good as to make a preliminary inquiry under 
the 7th section of the 26 & 27 Viet. c. 89, and report the result to the Commissioners. 

With regard to the removability of a woman supposed to be deserted by her husband, 
the Commissioners enclose for your information a copy of a letter of the Poor Law 
Board in England, expressing doubt on that point. . , 

So large a proportion of eases of removal involve desertion by the husband or lather, 
that it would be well to try this question by appeal, if the facts of the case should be 
found such as to raise the question. , 

Several of the accompanying papers being originals, you will be good enough to 
preserve them, anil return thorn to this office when done with. 

By order, &c. 

To Messrs. Marsh & Barrett, (signed) B. Batiks, Chief Clerk. 

Solicitors, W arrington. 



(No. 29,413/67.) 

So. 13. — Copy of Lettbb from the Poor Lew Board in England to the Clerk of Vest 
Derby Union, referred to in the foregoing Letter. 

Poor Law Board, Whitehall, S.W., 

o. , 15 November 1867. 

I AM directed by the Poor Law Board to advert to your Ie *^* e 0 f^.^SeAy 

^ Law c“S 

the poor woman named Mary Brennan and her two c opinion that 

The Board at the same time desire me to express to * 6 ^“”“™ 3 a “" ch £dren were 
the proceedings in connexion with tiro removal of Mary Brennan and her can 
irregular, harsh, and of doubtful legality- , , • t whether the Statutes 

. Tie Board must express their 

justify the removal of a woman and her clul Saints Derby, in the 3 

removed with her. In the report of the case, Queen v. All haunts, it y, 

U.S.C. 653, Mr. J. Coleridge is reported to have sard. 

” Tiro jurisdiction of the justices aPP“ r8 £ “‘‘“f^toliiCd'by^elirf gTven to 
land or Ireland, and has become chargea P ^ ^ aa pp that the 

himself or his f amily, who can then ^'Xtl^ely Id that either the father or 
latter words of the section are to be taken dism t the latter part of 

family may he removed to Ireland m dm absence ot the , the 
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the section goes on to point out in what manner the justices are to act. The person 
intended to be removed must he in attendance before the justices, or at all events, 
he must have been summoned ; and they are then to proceed to hear and determine 
the matter of such complaint, and if satisfied, they are to remove such person, which 
must mean such person born in Scotland, or Ireland. _ The fact of the father being 
absent prevents the justices complying with the provisions of the Statute, and seems 
to me to dispose of the case.” 

In the present case, the husband was, so far as anything appears to the contrary, living, 
though not living with his wife, so that the case is within, the condition specified by the 
ear ned judge. 

Ao-ain, the warrant states that the children had gained no settlement in England, 
whereas they had been all born in England, and consequently were settled in the parishes 
of their birth in England. 

Moreover, it appears that in the present case one of the children, an infant, was not in 
a state of health to justify the removal, and it was therefore a violation of the spirit of 
the Statute 24 & 25 Viet. c. 76, to remove the mother of the infant to Ireland, and to 
leave the infant behind. 

The Board desire me to direct the especial attention of the Guardians to the alteration 
of the form of the warrant for the removal of Mary Brennan and her children from the 
form prescribed by the Statute, and also to the fact that the state of the family appears to 
have been kept back from the knowledge of the justices who signed the warrant. 

I am, &c. 

To W. Cleaver, Esq., (signed) G. Sclater- Booth, Secretary. 

Clerk to the Guardians of the West Derby Union, 

14, Clayton-square, Liverpool. 



(No. 17,904/68.) 

No. 14. — Refort from Messrs. Marsh, Barrett, & Jeans, Solicitors to the 
Commissioners. 

Ellen Caton (otherwise Keating’s) Removal. 

Refort of Messrs. Marsh, Barr alt, <Sr Jeans, to the Commissioners for Administering the 
Laws for the Relief of the Poor in Ireland, on a Preliminary Inquiry as to the Removal 
of Ellen Caton otherwise Keating, and’ her Two Children, from the Parish of Liverpool 
to the Union of Tullamore. 

The result of our inquiry is that, so far as the facts to be given in evidence on an 
appeal depend on the statements of the pauper, they arc not sufficiently accurate to he 
relied on. 

According to her deposition, taken before Mr. Robinson, the dates dcduciblc from her 
statement would be as follows : — 1st. Arrival at Liverpool about the Spring of 1862, and 
residence with her husband from that time to about the Spring of 1864, at the house of 
Mrs. Shoney or Sliorey, No. 8, Denison-street. 2nd. Residence for two years from about 
Spring of 1864 to about Spring of 1866, in No. 8 Court, Great Howard-strect. 3rd. Resi- 
dence for one year, from about Spring of 1866 to Spring of 1867 (when her husband 
deserted her) at the bouse of Mrs. Doolan, No. 8, Whitlow {i. e., Whitley) -street; and 
4th. Admission to the workhouse about a fortnight afterwards. 

Now, as regards the first of these residences, there must be at least a mistake in the name 
of the occupier of the house, for the present occupier of No. 8, Denison-street, is a woman 
named Ann Roach, who sayB she has occupied it for seven years, which would embrace the 
whole period of Elien Caton’s statement. She has no recollection of Ellen Caton, nor lias 
her next door neighbour ; but a person who lias kept a shop over the way for six years does 
remember a Mrs. Caton living for about a fortnight in the front room of No. 8 some years 
ago, and selling old clothes, but this informant had no knowledge of the husband or his 
occupation, and none of the parties knew anything of a Mrs. Shorey. Apart, therefore, 
from the mistake in the name, the pauper’s statement of a two years’ residence in this 
place is not corroborated. 

As to the alleged residence for two years in No. 8 Court, Great Howard-street, from 
the Spring of 1864 to the Spring of 1866, we find there is no court numbered higher 
? off that street ; but after careful inquiry in all the courts, wo succeeded in hearing 
of her in No. 5. The statement of a woman named Tulley, living there, is that for some- 
thing under 12 months, between July 1865 and July 1866, the pauper was living there 
with her husband, a stonemason, and a daughter about 10 years old ; that during that 
period she went to Ireland to be confined, and returned with two infants, a boy and a girl 
(twins) ; that at the end of the above period the husband ran away from her, and she very 
shortly afterwards disappeared from the neighbourhood. Our informant never knew what 
lei fl° me ^ er ’ “ ut ^ was believed in the neighbourhood she returned to 

. -^- s the alleged residence at Mrs. Doolan’s, No. 8, Whitley-street, there is again great 
inaccuracy, both in names of persons and places, and in dates. The house, No. 8, Whitley- 
street, has not been occupied within the last five years by any person named Doolan, nor 

does 
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1 tlic p res cnt occupier, who has been there since April 1866, know any thing of the 
. . |j U t wc have found a trace of her in No. 8 Court, off "VVhitley-street, at a period, 
However which appears to have been antecedent to the residence in the court off Great 
Howard-street. A woman named Connor states that four years ago the pauper’s husband, 
stonemason, was living at our informant’s house, where his wife, who had just come from 
Ireland, with her daughter, found him and joined him there, and they continued to live 
there about two months. . . , _ , 

These are the only traces we can find of her until her admission into the workhouse, 
the date of which was 30th September 1867, the entry being “Ellen, wife of John 
Treatin' 1 - labourer, 30 years ; Margaret, 13 years ; and John, 22 months; 30th Septem- 
ber 1867 went into Fever Ward (Ellon and John) out of Vagrant.” The result is, that 
from about July 1866 to September 1867, within which period, if at all, her status of irre- 
movability would be obtained, we find no trace of her, and within the 12 months previous 
there was an absence in Ireland, where her youngest child was born (so far as our infor- 
mation (roes) in opposition to her statement that he was born m Liverpool. His baptism 
hTnot registered at the nearest Roman Catholic Chapel (St. Augustine's), where we 
searched the register on the presumption of the pauper being of that religion, and we 
did not think it worth while to pursue the negative evidence further. 

Wo do not, therefore, recommend any appeal on the ground either of the birth 
settlement of the youngest child, or the irremovability, if any, of the paupers by reason of 
12 months' continuous residence. But there remains the point referred to m the Commis- 
sioners' letter, namely, the irregularity of the removal in the absence of husband, and 
without any summons having been served upon him. Even if it should be held that such 
summons could be dispensed with in cases where, the husband's desertion renders lU se vice 
impracticable, wc are still of opinion (as ivc pointed out in our report of 26th February 
\ 1 r 1 tu-U A/Tnv, lfififi in thp. similar case of Elizabeth Fam, 



summons could be dispensed with in c 

S a and“bs'^.ent to case of Elisabeth Fain, 

removed to Wexford Union) that the fact of the pauper being ^ married woman would 
be an answer to an order for lier removal to the place other maiden settlement, and that 
the removal if the order could bo made at all, should have been to the place of the hus- 
band? birth or if that could not be ascertained, then to “ the most convenient port, as 
directed bv 24 & 25 Viet. c. V6, s. 2. In this point of view the whole question turns on 
-roof of tie marriage, which we understand from the depositions is alleged to have 
Sen place at Kingstown ; and if the Commissioners determine on an appeal we should 
be furnished with a certified extract from the marriage register. The appeal will 
the Liverpool Borough Sessions. (eio-ned) 

Warrington, 10 July 1868. 



Marsh, Barratt, Sc Jeans. 



(No. 17,904/68.) 

No. 15.-LISTTH11 from the Commissioners to Mr. Bolimon, Poor Law Inspector. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 

Q . 11 July 1868. ' 

T,m Commissioners for Administering the JeTns ‘of a pTe- 

transmit to you herewith a report made by Messrs. Marsh Banett, & 
hminary inquiry made by them with a J} P t h e Commissioners request that 

Caton or Kcatingc from Liverpool to Tulla ^ wliether the parties were married 

you will be so good as to ascertain and report to tne k 

at Kingstown, as alleged. s including Ellen Keating’s deposition taken 

The previous papers relating to tms case, uu-iu D 
by you on the 30th ultimo, are enclosed. 



To Henry Robinson, Esq., 
Poor Law Inspector, 

14, Adclaide-8trect, Kingstown. 



By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 



(No. 18,1 15/68.) 

No. IG.-Repoet from Mr. Robinson to the Commissioners. 

Kingstown, 14 July 1868. 

and I forward to you a “ r ^’ ca %%fcX‘alive, married again after the < leath other 
Julia Kavanagh, the mother of Ellen ti ° an h whose name was McCann, and 
first husband, who was the lather of Ellen - ) maiden name and the name of 

this accounts for the difference between Ellen Keatmge 

her mother. , Kinastown. She states that her daughter 

Julia Kavanagh lives at 53, Mulgrave-street, the year 1865, when 

Ellen was bom in Tullamore ; but she came to Kingstown y her 

8 . 03 
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Keatinge being a married woman, was not removable without her husband, the alleged 
desertion notwithstanding. 

The papers relating to the case which you returned with your report are again for- 
warded to you herewith. 

By order, &c. 

To Messrs. Marsh, Barrett, & Jeans, (signed) B. Banks , Chief Clerk. 

Warrington. 



(No. 18,115/68.) 

No. 18. — Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, < 17 July 1868. 

With reference to the Minute of the Board of Guardians of Tullamore Union, on the 
30th ultimo, on the subject of the removal of Ellen Caton or Keatinge from Liverpool to 
Tullamore, the Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland desire to state that they have received a report of the preliminary inquiry made 
by Messrs. Marsh, Barrett, & Jeans, solicitors, of "Warrington, a copy of which is 
enclosed herewith. _ 

The Commissioners have obtained a certificate of the woman’s marriage in Kingstown, 
in the year 1853, and have instructed Messrs. Marsh & Co. to prosecute an appeal against 
the order of removal, on the point that Ellen Keatinge being a married woman, was not 
removable without her husband, the alleged desertion notwithstanding. 

By order, &c. 

To the Clerk, Tullamore Union. (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 



(No. 18,848/68.) 

No. 19. — Letter from Messrs. Marsh, Barrett, & Jeans to the Commissioners. 



We'cucIosc in duplicate, notico and grounds of appeal in the case of Ellen Caton, for 
signature, and to bo returned to us in order to be posted as in former cases, from this 

If the appeal should go to trial, wo presume we must communicate with the Guardians 
of the Tullamore U nion as to the attendance of the panper as a witness. 



No. 18,11 5/08. — Tullamore Union. 

Warrington, 21 July 1868. 



The Secretary to 

The Poor Law Commissioners, Dublin. 



We are, &c. 

(signed) Marsh , Barrett, & Jeans. 



(No. 18,848/68.) 

Copy of Notice referred to in foregoing Letter. 

To the Select Ycstry of the Parish of Liverpool, in the Borough of Liverpool, in the 
County of Lancaster, being the Guardians of the Poor of the said 1 ansh. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Belief of the Poor m Leland 
hereby give you notice, that having caused a preliminary inquiry to be made into the 
circumstances attending such removal as hereinafter mentioned, they intend at the 
General Quarter Sessions of the Peace, to be holden in and for the borough of Liverpool 
next after the expiration of 21 days from the service of this 

prosecute an appeal on behalf of the Guardians of the Union < if Tullamore, in Man , 
being the Guardians aggrieved by the removal next hereinafter ■*“ Joh n 

warrant of removal under the hands and seals of Thomas Darnlev 
Woodruff, Esquires, two of Her Majesty’s justices of the peace for i he 
Liverpool, dated the 28tli day of May last, whereby one Ellen Caton and her 
children, Margaret and John, were, on. your complaint, required to be “hveyetn nthe 
said Union of Tullamore, and to be delivered at the workhouse delivered at the 

accordingly thereafter convoyed to the said Union of Tullamore, and delivered 

(ST further give you notice that the grounds of them appeal against 

the said warrant of removal are as follows, namely . 

1. That the said Ellen Caton, otherwise called Ellen Keating, 

Kearns, is the lawful wife, and her said children, Margaret and John, in the said wax 

8 . O 4 
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named, are the legitimate infant and unemancipated children of one John Keating, other- 
■wise called John Kearns, by which former name of Keating he and _ his said wife are 
hereinafter distinguished, the name of Caton having been used by mistake in the said 
warrant of removal, and the name of Kearns having been used by mistake in the registry 
of the marriage at the Roman . Catholic Church of Saint Michael, in Kingstown, of the 
said John Keating, with the said Ellen, his wife, then Ellen McCann. 

2. That the said John Keating is a person born in Ireland, and not settled in England. 

3. That any relief given by the said parish of Liverpool to the said Ellen Keating or 
her said children, was relief given to the said John Keating, and rendered him chargeable 
to the said parish of Liverpool, and consequently the said Ellen Keating and her said 
children were not, at the date of the said warrant, chargeable to the said parish of Liver- 
pool, except as part of the family of the said J ohn Keating. 

4. That the said John Keating was not born in, nor had ever resided for three years in, 
the town of Tullamore, or elsewhere, in the Union of Tullainore aforesaid. 

5. That if the said Ellen Keating and her said two children were removable at all, 
they were removable, together with the said J ohn Keating, to the place of his birth, or 
to some place in Ireland in which he had resided for three years, if the same could be 
ascertained, or otherwise to the most convenient part as directed by the Statute iu 
that behalf made, and were in no event removable to the place of birth of the said Ellen 
his wife. 

6. That the said warrant is invalid, irregular, and not warranted by law. 

7. That at the time of the granting of the said warrant, the said John Keating was not 
before the justices granting the same, nor had any summons been served upon him or 
issued by a justice of the peace summoning him to come before two justices of the peace 
as required by law, and the proceedings for the removal of his said wife and children 
were taken ex parte. 

And the said Commissioners further give you notice to produce at the hearing of the 
said appeal the said warrant of removal, the depositions taken on the granting thereof, and 
all books, papers, and writings in your custody or power, relating to the subject matter 
of such appeal. 

Signed, by order of the said Commissioners, this 23rd day of July 1868. 

(signed) Benjamin Banks, Chief Clerk. 

Poor Law Commission, Dublin. 



(No. 18,848/68.) 



No. 20.— Letter from the Commissioners to Messrs. Marsh, Banett, 8c Jeans. 



Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Gentlemen, 23 July 1868. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 21st instant, forwarding for signature, the 
notice of appeal in duplicate in the case of a woman named Ellen Caton or Keatingc, who 
wa^ removed from the parish of Liverpool to the workhouse of Tullamore Union. 

Both copies of the notices are herewith returned, duly signed, and the Commissioners 
desire to state that you can communicate with the Board of Guardians of Tullamore 
union as may be necessary, with a view to the attendance of the pauper as a witness at 
the trial of the appeal, should it go to trial. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks , Chief Clerk. 



(No. 18,848/70.) 

No. 21. Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 



c . Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 

. bir ’ , . , 24 July 1868. 

Adverting to their letter of the 17th instant, relating to the removal of a woman 
named Ellen Caton or Keatinge, from Swansea to the workhouse of Tullamore Union, the 
Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland forward here- 
with, tor the information of the Board of Guardians, a copy of the formal notice of appeal 
prepared by Messrs. Marsh, Barrett, & Jeans, which has been duly signed and returned 
to Messrs. Marsh & Barrett, for service on the Liverpool authorities. 

The appeal will be, as the Commissioners understand, to the Liverpool Borough 
cessions, and the Commissioners have informed Messrs. Marsh, Barrett, & Jeans, that 

they 
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they should communicate with the Board of Guardians of Tullamore Union, as may he 
necessary, with a view to the attendance of the pauper as a witness at the trial, should the 
appeal go to trial. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To the Clerk of Tullamore Union. 



(No. 20,017/08.) 

No. 22 . — Letter from Messrs. Marsh, Barrett, k Jeans, to the Commissioners. 

Tullamore Union . — Ellen Baton’s Removal. 

"Warrington, 5 August 1868. 

We have been in communication with Messrs. Monckton and Monckton, solicitors for 
the respondent parish of Liverpool, who are desirous of raising the questions of law 
arising on this appeal by a special case for argument before the Queen’s Bench, without 
troing to the sessions. We recommend this course, as there is no dispute as to the facts, 
and ask the sanction of the Commissioners to our adoption of it. W e enclose a copy of 
the Minute of our conversation with the respondents’ solicitors. • 

We are, &c. 

The Secretary to the (signed) Marsh, Barrett, $ Jeans. 

Poor Law Commissioners, Dublin. 



(No. 20,017/68.) 

Memorandum enclosed in foregoing Letter. 

Poor Law Commissioners of Ireland v. Parish of Liverpool. 

5 August 1868. 

Mem. — It is agreed, subject to the approval of the Commissioners, that the questions in 
dispute shall be raised by a special case without going to the sessions, and if the next 
quarter sessions should be fixed after the expiration of 21 days from notice of appeal, and 
before the facts arc agreed upon, the repeal is to be respited by consent. 

The 1st, 2nd, and 7th grounds of appeal alleging the marriage of the pauper and the 
legitimacy of the children ; that the husband is of Irish birth, and not settled in England ; 
and that the warrant was granted without any attempt to bring him before the magistrates, 
are to he admitted to be true in fact, but the respondents wish to make further inquiry 
before admitting that ho was not born in Tullamore Union. . 

The appellants to admit, for the purpose of' the case, that at the time of the warrant 
being granted the husband had deserted the pauper and her children, and was not living 
with them; and that the officers of the respondent parish had _ no knowledge ol his 
residence, and that the pauper and her children were all born in Ireland, the pauper 
having been born in Tullamore Union. 

Marsh, Barratt, &f Jeans, 

Solicitors for the Appellants. 

Monckton Si Monckton, 

1, Raymond-buildings, London, per G. U, 
Solicitors fox the Respondents. 



(No. 20,017 68.) 

No. 23.— Letter from the Commissioners to Messrs. Marsh, Barrett, $ Jeans. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Gentlemen 6 August 1868. 

The Commissioners for 

ledge the receipt of your communication, dated the 5th instant, relating 

Ellen Caton from flic parish of Liverpool to the workhouse of Tullamore Vmon . and the 

Commissioners desire to state that they have forwarded a copy of you think the 

enclosure to the Board of Guardians of Tullamore Union stating ; that 

course recommended by you should be approved of, and that they pr p 

t^XmlSS address you again when they receive the reply of the Board 
of Guardians, whose day of weekly meeting is Tuesday. 

By order, &c. ~ . 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To Messrs. Marsh, Barrett, & Jeans, 

Solicitors, Warrington. _____ 
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(No. 20,017/68.) 

No. 24 . — Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 



Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin 
Sir, 6 August 1868. 

Adverting to their letter of the 24th ultimo, relating to the removal of Ellen Caton 
from the parish of Liverpool to the workhouse _ of the Tullamore Union, the Commis- 
sioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland enclose, for the infor- 
mation of the Board of Guardians, a copy of a communication which they have received 
from Messrs. Marsh, Barrett, & Jeans, on the subject, together with a copy of the 
document therein referred to. 

The Commissioners think that the course recommended by Messrs. Marsh, Barrett, 
& Jeans, in this case, should be approved of, and they propose to communicate then- 
approval accordingly, not doubting that the Guardians will concur with them. 

The point involved is one of very considerable importance in reference to the removal 
of Irish-born poor from England to Ireland. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To the Clerk of the Tullamore Union. 



(No. 20,563/68.) 

No. 25. — Extract from Guardians’ Minutes of Tuesday, lltli August 1868. 

Read letter of 6th August 1868, relating to the removal of Ellen Caton from Liver- 
pool. 

The Guardians have read the foregoing letter, and the documents which accompanied 
it, and they would recommend the Commissioners to establish the point that John 
Keatinge (the woman’s husband) was not born in Tullamore, before the case be submitted 
to the Queen’s Bench. 



(No. 20,563/68 : — Tullamore Union.) 

No. 26.— Letter from the Commissioners to Messrs. Marsh, Barrett, $ Jeans. 

n Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 

T”’ ..r.. „ , IS August 1868. 

With lefeienc-e to their letter of the 6th instant, relative to the removal of Ellen 
Caton from the parish of Liverpool to the workhouse of the Tullamore Union, the Com- 
missioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland enclose for your 
mfoimation an extract from Minutes of Proceedings of the Board of Guardians of Tulla- 
more Union on the 11th instant on the subject. 

By order, &c. 



To Messrs. Marsh, Barrett, & Jeans, 
Solicitors, Warrington. 



(signed) .23. Banks, Chief Clerk. 



(No. 21,571/68.) 

No. 27. Letter from Messrs. Marsh, Barrett, Jeans to the Commissioners. 



Sir, 



Tullamore Union — Ellen Calons Removal. 

, , „ , Warrington, 24 August 1868. 

We beg to enclose a copy, of letter received from the respondents’ solicitors. We 
presume therewill be no objection to grant the permission asked for. Will you, or shall 
we, apply to the Guardians of the Tullamore Union for such permission ? 
m o , , . We are, &c. 

Poor Law e CommSneto Dublin. (slgnea) Mmi - Sar ™’ * ^ 
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Letter from Respondents’ Solicitors enclosed in foregoing. 
Poor Law Commissioners and Liverpool, Re Ellen Caton’s Removal. 



1, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s Inn, W.C., 
Dear Sirs, London, 22 August 1868. 

Our clerk, Mr. Canning, will make the necessary inquiries with regard to the place of 
kirth of the pauper’s husband, and also as to his whereabouts at the time the order was 
made. To make these inquiries, it will be necessary for the respondents to have access 
to the pauper ; and to avoid the difficulty and delay which occurred, as we are informed 
on a previous occasion, we shall bo glad if you will procure for us the permission of the 
Guardians of the Tullamorc Union. . 

When these inquiries have been made, we will communicate with you again, and shall 
be prepared to make the admission referred to in your letter of the 19th, if the facts will 
justify us in so doing. 

J Yours truly. 

To Messrs. Marsh, Barrett, & Jeans, (signed) Moncktonfr Monckton, 

Solicitors, Warrington, Lancashire. Per H.G.S. 



(No. 1,111/69.) 

No. 28. — Letter from Mossrs. Marsh, Barrett, §' Jeans to the Commissioners. 

Ellen Caton's Removal. 

g- ir Warrington, 12 January 1869. 

Referring to our correspondence on the subject of this appeal, and especially to 
vour letter (20,563/68 ), 15th August last, we beg to state that after many delays, which 
we have used our best efforts to shorten, we have agreed with the respondents on the 
facts for a special case, which has at length been duly lodged, and is now ripe foi argu- 
ment. We enclose a copy of it, from which it will be seen that the point which the 
Guardians of Tullamorc were desirous of establishing has been admitted, and in our 
opinion all the facts ivliich are necessary to raise the questions- 

1 Understanding it to lie the wish of the Board to have the law settled mth refer ence to 
cases of removal of (Inserted wives, we have directed our agents to instruct a fcjueens 
counsel (Mr. Melliah), in order that the case may bo well argued. 



The Secretary to the 
Poor Law Commissioners, Dublin. 



We are, &c- 
(signed) Marsh , Barrett, Si Jeans. 



(No. 1111/69.) 

No. 29 .— Coty of Special Case enclosed in foregoing Letter. 

In the Queen’s Bench. 

In the Matter of an Appeal 

Between The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Belief £***£ b 
Ireland - 

The Sclent Vestry of the Parish of Liverpool - - Respondents. 

At a petty sessions of Her Majesty’s justices rofl Eta 
pool, holden on tiro asth .lay of May MC i , ‘ Cat(m> md h tw o chrldren 



pool, lrolden on tiro 28tlr day of May 1868, a warrant tor rare ^ ^ ciMienj 
Keating, by mistake called rn the sard warr ant y • ^ 0 f Tullamore, a copy of 

Margaret and John, from the parish oi ' p| Verp | t l l Ihonnu:. Darnley Anderson 

wlridi order is hereunto anr, erred, marked B„ was granted by Ahorn^.^ ^ £ala 
and John Woodruff, Esquires, the justices present .at the P before the said 

warrant was made upon the examrnat.cn of ^ ^ 5*7 6 

f0 ,n “ 

Of grounds of appeal hereunto annexed XhSween the appellants and respondents that. 
And whereas it has been agreed by and between me ayp pursuant 

8 . p2 
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pursuant to the lltli section of the Statute 12 & 13 Viet. c. 45, the facts of the said 
case should be stated in the form of a special case for the opinion of the Court of Queen’s 
Bench. 

And whereas in pursuance of the said agreement and the said Statute, an order has 
been made by Master Smith, which order is as follows : — 

“ Upon hearing the attorneys or agents on both sides, I do order that the facts of this 
case be stated in special form for the opinion of the Court of Queen’s Bench, pursuant to 
the Statute.” 

Dated the 4tli day of January 1869. C. M. Smith. 



The facts of the case are as follows 

1. That owing to the peculiar manner in which the said Ellen Keating pronounced her 
name, and her inability to write the same, the said Ellen Keating’s name was by mistake 
spelled “ Caton ” in the said examination and order of removal. 

2. Ellen Keating, by mistake called Ellen Caton in the warrant of removal, is the 
lawful wife of John Keating ; and the said Margaret and John, in the said warrant men- 
tioned, are their legitimate and unemancipated children. 

3. On September 30th, a.d. 1867, Ellen Keating and her said two children, Margaret 
and John, were admitted in the Liverpool Workhouse as the wife and children, and known 
by the respondents to be wife and children respectively, of the said John Keating, and 
there remained until removed to Tullamore Union, Ireland, by warrant, dated 28th day 
of May, a.d. 1868. 

4. The said John Keating, the husband, was born in Ireland, but not within the 
district of the Union of Tullamore, nor has he ever resided for three years within the 
district of the said union. 



5. The said Ellen Keating was horn within the district of Tullamore Union, and both 
of the said children, Margaret and John, were born in Ireland. 

6. On the 3l6t day of October, a.d. 1867, the respondents laid an information on oath 
before the magistrates against the said John Keating, the husband, for having on the said 
30th day of September, a.d. 1867, run away from the parish of Liverpool, leaving and 
deserting his said wife, Ellen Keating, and his two children, Margaret and John, charge- 
able to the said parish of Liverpool, and a warrant was granted thereon ; and on the 17th 
day of September, a.d. 1868, being after the appeal in this case was entered at the 
Court of Quarter Sessions for the borough of Liverpool, and after the same was respited 
to the next Quarter Sessions of the said borough, he was brought before Thomas Stain- 
ford Raffles, stipendiary magistrate for the said borough, and convicted of his said offence. 

7. The warrant of removal was issued in the absence of the said John Keating, and 
without any summons having been issued requiring his attendance before tlxc magistrates 
for the said borough at the sessions at which the said warrant was granted. 

8. At the time of the granting the said warrant of removal, viz., 28th May, a.d. 1868, 
and up to and until the time of his apprehension, viz., on the 17th of September, 
a.d. 1868, the said John Keating, the husband, was living and residing in Hull, in the 
county of Yorkshire, and not in and within the said parish of Liverpool, but the respon- 
dents did not, at the time such order was made, know where the said John Keating, the 
husband, was, or where he was to be found. 



9. The examination of the said Ellen Keating, the warrant of removal, and the notice 
and grounds of appeal hereunto annexed, and marked A., B., and C. respectively, are to be 
taken as admitted, and the Court is to have the same powers of amendment, and other- 
wise, as might have been exercised by the Court of Quarter Sessions. 

The questions for the consideration of the Court are 



1st. Whether a warrant of removal under the above facts should have been granted by 
the magistrates, and — 

2nd. If so, whether it was rightly granted for removal to the Union of Tullamore. 

If the Court shall be of opinion in the affirmative of both the above questions, then 
the appellants agree that a judgment in conformity with such decision, and for such costs 
as the Court may adjudge, may he entered on motion by tho respondents at the sessions 
next or next hut one after such decision shall have been given. 

If the Court shall be of a contrary opinion on either of the above questions, then the 
respondents agree that a judgment in conformity with such decision, and for such costs as 
the Cpurt may adjudge, may he entered on motion by the appellants at the sessions next 
or next but one after such decision shall have been given. 
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No. 30. — Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians- 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
gj r 15 January 1869. 

With reference to the correspondence which has taken place on the subject of the 
appeal against the removal of Ellen Keating (or Caton) from Liverpool to Tullamore Union, 
the Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland desire to 
acauaintvou, for the information of the Board of Guardians, that they have received a com- 
munication from Messrs. Marsh, Barrett, & Jeans, from which it appears that after many 
delays which they have used their best efforts to shorten, a special case has been agreed 
upon, and that the case has been lodged, and is now ripe for argument, in the Court of 
Queen’s Bench in England. ^ .... 

The facts of the case as relied on in support of the appeal, including the point noticed by 
the Board of Guardians iu their resolution of the 11th August last, that the husband of 
Ellen Keatinir was not horn within the Tullamore Union, and had never resided there for a 
period of three years, have been admitted ; and the questions for the consideration of the 
Court are : — 

First whether a warrant of removal, under the facts stated, should have been granted by 
the magistrates. 

Second if s», whether it was rightly granted for removal to the Union of Tullamore. 

If the Court shall be of opinion in the affirmative of both these questions, then a judgment 
in conformity with such decision, and for such costs as the Court may adjudge, may be 
entered by the respondents (the parish of Liverpool). 

If the Court shall be of a contrary opinion on either of the questions, a judgment m con- 
formity with such decision, and for such costs as the Court may adjudge, may be entered by 
the appellants. By order, &e. 

To the Clerk, Tullamore Union. (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 



(No. 31,044/69.) 

No. 31.— Letter from Messrs. Marsh, Buckton , $• Jeans to the Commissioners. 

Tullamore Union— Ellen Keating's Removal. 

Warrington, 14 December 1869. 

Judo mi,' NT wan riven hi this case by the Court of Queen’s Bench yesterday. Our agents 
write that die Lord’ Chief Justice spoke in so low a tone that neither they nor the "I®*™ 
could make out much more than that the judgment was in our favour, but ■ ^ cate 
one, and we are taking steps for procuring a copy , on receipt of wh.ch we will communicate 
with you further. We „ e , &c . 

To the Secretary. <*»*> 

lo the Poor Law Commissioners, 

Dublin. 



(No. 32,421/70.) * 

No. 32 — Letter from Messrs. Marsh, Buckton If Jean s to the Commissioners. 

Ellen Keating. 

Warrington, 22 December 1869. 

Lentlemen, , . . , ^ a wihand'writer’s uotes, for winch we 

We have the pleasure of enclosing transcript o forms 110 part of the costs we can 

are charged 2 1. 10 «. 8 d., and must debit it to you, as it forms no part 

claim against the adverse party. • conse auence of some technical 

We have not yet succeeded in getting the rule drawn. P “ “wTith which we need not 
difficulties as to the mode in which the costs are p regulates the procedure on a 

trouble you. Under the Statute 13 & IS Vast. c. 48, which regal* toraej ^ ^ 
special case, we shall have to go to the Quartei S Quarter Sessions in accord- 

jadguient of, he Queen’s Band? and obtain a J"dg“»‘ of the Quarter^ bllt we 

ance therewith. Nothing can be done till then a | e uUamore [j niol , Workhouse, and 
shall be glad to know whether they an • ^ ; tj aud are no longer charge- 

desirous of returning to Liverpool. It tney . 0 f maintenance, 

able, it will be convenient that we should know, at onee, the cost 



To the Poor Law Commissioners. 



v J e e dP k Marsh, Buckton, Jeans. 



v 3 
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(No. 32,421/69.) 

No. 33.— Copy of Judgment enclosed in foregoing Letter. 

Copy of the Judgment of the Court of Queen’s Bench (England) in the Case of the 
Removal of Elizabeth Keating (a married Woman) and her Children from Liverpool to 
the Tullamore Union. 

Westminster flail. 

Monday, 18 December 1869. 

Couht of Queen’s Bench. 

The Poor Law Commissioners of Ireland v. The Vestry of Liverpool. 

Transcript from the Shorthand Notes of Messrs. Hurst, Cor field, A Hurst, of the 
Judgment. 

Lord Chief Justice Cockburn . — In the case of the Commissioners for Administering the 
Poor Laws in Ireland, appellants, and the Select Vestry ol Liverpool, respondents, heard 
before myself, mv brother Lush, my brother Hannen, and my late brother Hayes, I have 
now to read the judgment of the. Court. 

This was a case stated by consent under the Statute of the 12 & 13 Viet, c, 45, upon an 
appeal against an order or warrant, made by two justices of the peace for the borough of 
Liverpool, on the 21st May 1868, for the removal of Elizabeth Keating and her two chil- 
dren from the parish of Liverpool, where they had become chargeable, to the Union of 
Tullamore, in Ireland, the birthplace of the said Elizabeth Keating. 

The pauper Elizabeth Keating was the wife of one John Keating, who was an Irishman. 
Neither of them had acquired any settlement in England. The children were the issue of 
the marriage, and were both born in Ireland ; they were infants and unemancipated, one 
being aged 13 and the other two years. 

At the time when Elizabeth Keating and the children became chargeable, and also at 
the lime of the making of the warrant of removal and of executing it, John Keating was 
not living in the parish of Liverpool. He had some time previously deserted his wife, and 
was living at Hull, in Yorkshire, but the respondents did nut then know where he was or 
where he could be found. 

He was consequently not summoned or brought before the removing magistrates, nor 
does it appear from the examination, warranto!' removal, or any statement in the case, that 
inquiry was made as to him, or as to his place of birth. In point of fact, he was not born 
in Tullamore, nor had he resided there for three years. Under the circumstances it was 
contended, on behalf of the appellants, that the warrant of removal of the wife and the two 
children to Tullamore, the place of the wife’s birth, was invalid, and ought not to have been 
granted, and we are of that opinion. The statute under which the removal of Irish paupers 
is now regulated is the 8 & 9 Viet. c. 117, as amended by the 10 & 1 1 Viet. c. 33, the 24 & 
25 Viet. c. 76, and the 26 & 27 Viet. c. 89. The material clause is the 2nd section of 
the first-mentioned Statute. The language of the Statute, according to its plain natural 
meaning, appears io require that where there is a husband, as well as a wife and children, 
liable to be removed, they are all to be removed together. 

With regard to the place to which the removal is to be made, by the 4th section of the 
8 Si 9 Viet. c. 117, the justices of a county or borough were empowered to make regulations 
for the removal of “such poor persons and their wives and children but this section is 
now repealed, and b§? Stal. 24 & 25 Viet. c. 2, the warrant of removal was required to con- 
tain, amongst other things, the name of the place in Ireland, where the removing justices 
shall find such poor person to have been born or to have last resided for three years, and a 
copy of the warrant was thereby required to be given to the person or the “ head of the 
family,” about to be removed by virtue of it. This shows that the Legislature intended 
that where there was a head of the family the removal was to be to Ids or her [dace of birth 
or place of residence ; and the 26 8c 27 Viet. c. 89, which makes further regulations con- 
cerning these removals, gives the right of appeal to the Poor Law Commissioners of Ireland, 
and prescribes the particular form of warrant used in this case. 

No provision is made in any of those Statutes, or in any of the former Statutes which were 
repealed by the 1st section of the 8 & 9 Viet. c. 117, where a woman has been deserted by 
her husband, for lier being removed without him, or being removed to any other place than 
the husband’s settlement if he were living; and, upon a review of the Statutes and the 
decisions upon them, we think that such a case is left unprovided for. 

In Rex v. Cottingham, in the 7th Barnewall & Cress well, pa^e Gi6, which case arose on 
the construction of a former Act, the 59 Geo. 3, c. 12, which Is now repealed, but which 
in its enactments closely resembled the 8 & 9 Viet. c. 117, s. 2, it was held that the wife of 
an Irishman who had no settlement in England, and had deserted her, might be removed 
without him to her own maiden settlement, which rested on her desertion by her husband ; 
but it was there laid down by Bayley, Justice, in delivering the judgment of the Court, 

at the Statute of the 59 Geo. 3, c. 12, s. 83, which in this respect is undistinguishable 
trorn toe present, did not authorise the removal of the wife alone to the place of birth of 

ei nusband, and that as the husband, having -quitted the parish, could not be removed to 

Ireland, 
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Ireland, so the wife could not bo removed there without him, and that the case was there- 

previously held in the case of Rex v. The Inhabitants of Leeds, in the 4th 
B mewall & Aldcrson, page 498, that the wife and unemaucipated children of a Scotch- 
a w h () had not deserted his wife but was living with her, cannot, even with his consent, be 
m ' e( j t0 her maiden settlement, but that all were removable with the husband to Scotland. 
Mlex v. All Saints, Derby, in the 19th Law Journal, Magistrates’ Cases, page 14, the 
11 estion of the construction of the present Act arose in the case of the children of ari Irish 
rdier by an Irish moilnr. The mother had died, and the children had been deserted by 
the father. It was there decided that they were removable to the parish of their birth in 
England and not to Iieland, under the ‘‘2nd section of the Statute. Coleridge, Justice, 
diere laid down that, according to the Act, the father must be dealt with as the subject of 
removal and \Vi<’htman, Justice, said that the Statute for the purpose of removal “applied 
directly”’ to the father onlv, and to the children not otherwise than incidentally as a part of 
his family and that if the fuilmr cannot be removed, there is no power of removing the 
child Coleridge, Justice, also observed that the section might mean that, if the father was 
summoned the order might bo made at ihe time and place named, whether he appeared or 
not or at any time when he did come; and that if he was absent, service ol the summons 
udo’u him must be shown, so that at all events the proceeding should relate to him. 

This case which recognised the previous case of Rex v. Cottingham, appears to make it 
clear that the wife and “children could not be removed except with the father, and, at all 
event- as a part of the father’s family, and in a proceeding having reference to him ; and 
therefore, at all events, a warrant of removal which ignores the father and the father s place 
of birth, and removes to that of the mother, must be considered as unwarranted by the 

S T l riub S cque.it case of Rex v. Much Hoole, in the 17th Queen's Bench, page 548 and 
Rfraia ». St. Giles Ciipplegate, in the 17th Queen’s Bench, page 636, ace substantially in 
accordance with the cases previously mentioned, as showing that neither a wile deserted by 
her husband (an Irishman), nor a daughter, though unemaucipated and becoming charge- 
able in a different parish Irum that in which her parents, who were Irish, without a settle- 
ment, resided, can be removed to Ireland under the Statute now in question, and as we 
have had no instance brought lo our notice of such a removal having been made, and have 
been unable to discover any such case, we consider that this order of remfal J° ^ 
reversed as illegal, and that tile respondents should, according to the 7th section o the 
26 & 27 Viet. S. 81), pay the expenses of the preliminary inquiry and appeal, and also those 
of maintaining the persons removed, and of conveying them back Uverpooh 
Of course I can onlv deliver this as the judgment of my Mother Lush, my brothel 
Hannon, and niysoll'; bit I may add, os showing the perfect unanimity of 0|>m,on , exishiig 
amongst all those who heard the discussion, that the judgment which I have just read, was 
drawn by my poor brother Ilayes before his death. 



— VIII. — 

CORRESPONDENCE relating to the Removal of Jane Spence (Bom m 
Ireland of English Parents) from the Strand Union to Larne Umon. 



No. 1 . — Letter from the Clerk of the Union to the Commissioners. 

- , Larne Union, 17 June 1868. 

Gentlemen, . , pst vou w Ul favour them with 

The Board of Guardians assembled heie to-day, <1 ^ 

your opinion in the following case t0 believe that she was 

Jane Spence, a woman aged 01 years, says that she I ™ '“^Vslie left at the age of a 
bom in Ireland at a place called Glenham, county no » Miners, and not having 

few weeks, her father having been a soldier in the W ™ ““““ over on a visit and 
been in Ireland at the time of her birth, and he m = aricl wag jn yar j ous places, 

prematurely confined, she was taken by her motiei g . ’ ^ w iih her husband, 
but never since her birth in Ireland, except for a short tune m imr = un 
who was a soldier in the 14th. , 

She went to London 25 years ago and has been b «' 

Both her father and mother were English, and hei Strand Union Workhouse in 

Having been attacked with rheumatism, she wen authorities, there being a place 

London, and was sent from thence to Larne Union by the autnon , 
in Larne Union called Glenarm. , . t i 1P story be true, there is no 

The Guardians of Larne Union beg to represent that it the y 
legal power to compel them to support her. Wales that of her mother Jane 

W name of her father is Thomas Clarke >■ " Snence se eant of the 14th Regi- 

Clarke, a native of Bristol, and her husband, William bpence, sej 

fflent, a native of Colchester, all of whom are dead. I am 

8 . p 4 
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I am directed by the Guardians to enclose the warrant under which this woman wa 
brought here, and to request you will return same when done with. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) J. M. M‘Cormick, 

To the Poor Law Commissioners, Dublin. Clerk of Union 



No. 2.— Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 



Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin 
Sir, 23 June 18G8. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Belief of the Poor in Ireland 
acknowledge the receipt of your communication of the 17th instant, relating to the removal 
from the Strand Union Workhouse to Larne Union of a woman named Jane Spence ; and 
m reply, ihe Commissioners desire to state that if it i9 true that Jane Spence was born of 
English parents and married an Englishman, she probably had a settlement in England, 
to which the authorities in the Strand Union could have removed her instead of removing 
her illegally to Ireland. ° 

The Commissioners desire at the same time to state that it is for the Guardians to con- 
sider whether they will incur the expense of a preliminary inquiry under the 7th section of 
the 26 & 27 "Viet. c. 89, and of an appeal against the warrant of removal, if upon 
such preliminary inquiry, there should appear sufficient grounds for an appeal. 

In the event of an appeal being successful, the whole of the costs both of the preliminary 
inquiry and of the appeal, and the cost of the pauper’s maintenance and of her removal 
back to the Strand Union, would be payable by that union; but unless the appeal should 
be successful, the costs would fall upon the Larne Union. 

A copy of the section of the Act above referred to is enclosed herewith for the Guardians’ 
information. 

The warrant forwarded with your letter is returned herewith. 



By order of the Commissioners, 

The Clerk to the Guardians of Larne Union. ^ ° ^ Chief Clerk. 

Note . — The Board of Guardians did not take any further step in the matter. 



— IX. — 

Case of Catherine Stewart, removed from Westminster Union to Dublin. 



No. 1 . Extract from Minutes of the Board of Guardians of North Dublin Union, 
dated 3rd February 1869. 

Relieving Officer's Repost. 

Po L HAn £® en orde red by the Admission Board of last Monday to report the case of 
j Stewart ’ ag ^ d 17 y ears > who liv ed with her brother in London for the last four 
I’J j . as marned l , 1)ere . on the 20th October last to Helenus Stewart, who deserted 
- t0 ? a PP ort her in two months after said marriage ; she was then obliged to 
sh* L fl ^ I K ISS1 °f lnt °- Lon don workhouse from which she was transmitted to Dublin, as 
she had been hern in Lower Liffey-street. 

Daniel Gilligan. 

pr^e^ings^' 011 aS ^ dlg ^ ave r nves t'gation on oath by Commissioners previous to taking 



3 February 1869 



(signed) 



II. J. M‘Farlane , 
Chairman. 



Moved by Mr. Chomley ; seconded by Mr. Berry : 

relTIintlh 6 C , a8 V f S‘ew>rt, alia, Catherine Waterston, and correspondence 

SS”'”’ l . e . refer ,';' d the Commissioners for a sworn investigation with a view to 
the prosecution of her alleged husband, Helenus Stewart.— Adopted. * 



Documents 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




CORRESPONDENCE RELATING- TO POOR REMOVAL. 



nr 



Documents referred to in the foregoing Resolution. 

(l.) Heads oe Inquiry, 

1. Date of warrant or copy (send copy, if received) ? — 26th January 1869. 

2. Date of embarkation ? — 29th January, at 2 o’clock. 

3. Name of the port at which the embarkation took place? — Holyhead. 

4. How sent; ns a deck passenger or otherwise? — Second cabin. 

5. When and by whom delivered at the workhouse? — Mr. Janies Hilliard. 

6. How long is it since the pauper lcit Ireland ? — June 1865. 

7. Where was the pauper horn in Ireland (giving if possible the name of the parish and 
the name of the townland) ? — Liffey-street, Dublin. 

8. What was the pauper’s last place of residence in Ireland (giving if possible the name 
of the parish and the name of the townland)? — Summer-hill ; two years. 

9. How long had the pauper resided in such place before leaving Ireland?— Two years. 

10. Where was the pauper residing in England when she became chargeable? — Give 
the name of the union, and also of the parish or township, if possible?— 5, Bed ford-street, 
London. 

11. How long had she resided there ? — One year. 

12. If less than three years, give as accurately as possible the particulars of previous 
residence lor at least three years, stating in all eases, if possible, the name of the union 
and of the parish or township? 

13. If the pauper is a widow when did her husband die ? 

14 If the pauper is a married woman deserted by her husband, how long is it since the 
desertion took place?- Deserted by her husband, Leonard DeWarburgh, one month ago. 

General Observations.— Catherine Stewart, aged 16 years, Protestant; would not 
remain ; 20th January 1800. lie-admitted 2nd February 1869. 



(2.) W Ait want oe Removal. 

To the Guardians of the Poor of the Westminster Union in the County of Middlesex^ and 
within the Metropolitan Police District, and to the Guardians of the Poor of the Nonh 
Dublin Union, iu the County of Dublin, in Ireland. 

^'p^l? s ex and Mctriipoli lull} W hEKEAS ^^P^'^g ^^J^^Union^n^th^sdd 5 bounty 

airifdisiri^’uiito’nie^ ^o^rt^Phdi^Tyr^bitt, esquire, ^ne^oM^e^ma^^tates^ofdie^hce 

Melm “olitan roS'dK'ct'^nd county J Middlesex, ‘y‘ We Stastefuniom “’And 
Warbirgh hath become i,nd is now chnrgeaW. to A* “f before me, 
whereas the said Catherine Stewart or De War , t0 the said 

and application having been » a to . me ^ had that the 

Guardians, on iheir behalf, I have .naae au . d acre 0 f 17 yea rs, and was 

said Catherine Stewart or DeWarburgh is of t P fl = clt 0 f (Dublin, in the 
bora in Ireland, namely, in Lower Lijky-st » n f ’North Dublin, and hath not a 
county of Dublin, now contained in the.: fwi *e ^West- 
settlement in England, and is not otherwise exei Jp DeWarburgh, and am 

minster Union ;°a„d I have seen the '"such a state of health as 

satished that the said Catherine Stewart or De o 

not to be liable to suffer bodily or mental lnju y y f t j, e sa id Westminster 

These are therefore to ^ be safely conveyed to the 

Union, to cause the said Catherine Stewart workhouse of such union, 

said Union of North Dublin, and to be delivered at the h; 6(t d of January, 

Given under my band and seal at the police court ufo.e aid tM 
in the year of oj Lord One thousand eight hundred and sixty ^ ^ 



a 
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(3.) Copt Certificate of Marriage. 



Page 61. 



1868. — Marriage solemnised at the Parish Church, in the Parish of Saint Martin-in-the-Fields, in the 
County of Middlesex. 



No. 


When Married. 


Name and Surname. 


Age. 


Condition. 


Rank 

Profession. 


Residence 
at tlie Time of 
Marriage. 


Father’s Name 
and 

Surname. 


Rank or 

Profession of Falka, 




20th October 1868 


Helenas Stewart - 


Minor - 


Bachelor - ! 


A Clerk 


Bed ford-street 


Ilcnry Stewart 


Surgeon. 


121 


Catherine Waterston 


ditto 


Spinster - 


- 


ditto 


Michael Waterston - 


Carver and Gilder. 



Married in the Parish Church, according to the Rites and Ceremonies of the Established Church after Banns, by me, 



Edward H. Cooper, Curate, 



, . , , . / Helenas Stewart. 

Th.s marriage was solemmsed between ns | CatherhlB Waterston. 

The above is a true extract from the Register of Marriages belonging to this Church. 

The Parish Church is open daily from half-past 1 0 to 



“p"-* "KS™ 

Witness my hand this 20tll day of October 1888. 

JEdivard Henry Cooper, Curate. 

1 2 o’clock. 



(4.) — Copy of Letter from Messrs. Brandon , Solicitors, to Catherine Stewart. 

16, Essex-street, Strand, London, W.C., 
Madam, 23 December 1808. 

We have been consulted by the family of Mr. De Warburgh upon the subject of his 
alleged marriage with you in October last, and before adopting any hostile measures should 
like to have an interview with your solicitor, or some member of your family. 

We address you by the name of Mrs. Stewart, the name which we understand you have 
adopted ; and are, Madam, 

Yours, &c. 

(signed) G. S. §• II. Brandon. 

Mrs. Catherine Stewart, 5 Bed ford-street, Strand, W.C. 



( A ) — Copy of Letter from Mr. Michael Waterston (brother of Catherine Stewart) to 
the Board of Guardians of North Dublin Union. 

32, Wardour-street, Oxford-street, London, W. 

Gentlemen, 30 January 1869. 

1 beg leave most respectfully to call your attention to the following, and to acquaint you 
that my sister, Catherine Stewart, is now an inmate in the North Dublin Union, through 
the advice of the magistrate here, in order to ascertain why her husband refuses to maintain 
her. I herewith ask your kind consideration of this unfortunate and lamentable condition 
m which my sister is placed. 

. magistrate at Marlborough-street Police Court, after hearing the case, directed my 
sister to throw herself upon the parish, when, if applied to by the Guardians, he would 
immediately grant a warrant for his arrest, and make him come to an arrangement, but 
unless the Board of Guardians took it up he could do nothing in the matter. 

My sister followed the magistrate’s directions, but the Guardians of the Westminster 

nion, in consequence of some technical objection, were obligpd to forward her to the 
parish m which she was born. 

As her husband has nothing whatever to allege against her, and is acting under the 
a vice of those who are interested in keeping him from his wife, 1 do hope, gentlemen, you 
wi kindly interest yourselves in her behalf, as justice to her now rests in your hands. Her 
husband is now employed by Reuter’s Telegram Company, No. 5, Lothbury, London. 

iou d you, gentlemen, as I earnestly hope, kindly take the matter in hand at once, it 
can be brought to a speedy termination, and you will merit, and I am sure receive, the 
grateful thanks of this deeply injured wife, and of, 

Gentlemen, your obedient servant. 

rn (signed) Michael Waterston. 

lo the Chairman and Gentlemen of ihe b ' 

Board of Guardians. 



^ h fPf7‘° ide . ntif y m Y aist “’ s husband should it he necessary, 
otherwise render the Board all the assistance la my power. 



and 
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jvj 0> 2. Letter from the Commissioners to Mr. Robinson, Poor Law Inspector. 



Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
gj r 8 February 1869. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor inlreland forward 
to you the accompanying papers relating to the case of Catherine Stewart, or De Warburgh, 
who was recently removed, uutler warrant, from the Westminster Union to the workhouse 
f North Dublin Union ; and the Commissioners desire to state that they think it desirable 
that you should take the woman’s statement on oath in reference to any facts which may 
bear upon the question of the legality of her removal. 

It would appear from one of the documents that the validity of her marriage is questioned, 
and it is important, in reference to the legality of the removal, to ascertain whether she was 
married or not., assuming, if she were married, that her husband was an Englishman, as is 
probable I rum the correspondence. , . , , 

r j n t | mt case his settlement would be her settlement, and she would be irremovable to 



''It will lie material to uncertain tlio identity of Mr. De Warburgli with Helenas Stewart, 
or at least her account regarding it. 

By order of the Commissioners, 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To Henry Robinson, Esq., Poor Law Inspector, 

Pilolview Dullcey. 



No. 3.— Report from Mr. Robinson, Poor Law Inspector, to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen Dublin, 9 February 1869. 

I arts to forward to you the evidence of Catherine Stewart, which I have taken in accord- 
ance with the instructions contained in your letter of the 8th instant. , . a 

You will see that there is every reason to believe that her hushand is a foreigtie and 
that he was bam in l’rmwia ; it is possible that the name ol De Warburgh, use d m Mr 
Bran, Ion’s letter of the 43rd December last, may have been the name of the lam, ly ra 
their own country, and that they may have taken the name ot Stewar . „ We8t . 

You will also observe Unit Catherine Stewart had lived lor only three weeks in West 
minster Union before she obtained relief there. ^ ^ ave 

The Poor Law Commissioners. (signed) Henry Robinson. 



Deposition of Catherine Stewart inclosed in foregoing Report. 

Catherine Stewart having been duly sworn, states I was bom in 22, 
street, Dublin. My father died when I was a few months old. 

or 13 years old my mother went to London, and I followed her about six montns 

k! about three and a half years ago. ' My mother is non ’ ™ 
asylum, and I have lived with my brother, Thomas a ers » Wlt j 1 my brother, 

and remained with him till the 19th of December last,wie 

Michael Waterson, in No. .32, Wardour-street. Bedford-street, 

In November 1807, my brother Thomas and I went * ^ “ iStb De^ 

and I lived there till I went to my brother Michaels, m Wardour street, on 

'It \Tved three weeks with my brother in WardoWreeU wear, into the workhouse 
of Westminster Union, and remained there until I was sent over here. 

Bedford-street is not in Westminster Union. f Mr. Stewart, and in 

In last March I was introduced to my husba d y of my brothers, and they 

October lust we were married, l was married wilt r the : consent my or th>t of 

were both present, and we had never known my husband by any 

1 saw him sign his name Helenus Stewart, in the ^nd^fte/my marriage I 
He was and is now employed in Reuter s lelegra P. L g tewar t he was sent to 

went to the office to see him, and found that when I asUd foi Mi. , etter . M y 

me. I never knew he called himself De Waibuig £ ]? n oiand six months after 

husband told me that he was a Prussian, and 1 wa ?. l ’ r ? f nd savv his mother, who is called 
he was born. I have been to the house where he lived,! ‘ . ffner> j d id not leave my 
Madame Stewart. I have no doubt that my husbun ^ house, where I and my 

broiher’s house after I married, as he gave us should live in my brothers 

husband lived together. It had been arranger we were married six weeks 

house for a month till we could set up for oulse ' * tw0 mon ths remained away 
my husband began to remain away from me, 

altogether. I moved 



8 . 



Q 2 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




114 CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO POOR REMOVAL. 

I moved into Westminster Union, as my husband lived in it, and I wanted to get relief 
in the union he lived in, that the Guardians might take proceedings against him. 

My husband told me he was under 20 years of age. I am nearly 17 years of age. 

(signed) Catherine Stewart. 

Sworn before me this 9tli day of February 1869. 

Henry Robinson, Poor Law Inspector. 



No. 4. — Letter from the Commissioners to tire Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sj rj 9 February 18C9. 

With reference to the resolution of the Board of Guardians of North Dublin Union on 
the 3rd instant, on the subject of the removal of Catherine Stewart from the Westminster 
Union to North Dublin Union, in which the Guardians request a sworn investigation with u 
view to the prosecution of her alleged husband, the Commissioners for Administering the 
Laws for ilie Relief of the Poor in Ireland transmit herewith the deposition of Catherine 
Stewart, which has been taken on oath by Mr. Robinson. 

The inquiry has been made, not with the view to the prosecution of her alleged husband, 
but with the view to the question of an appeal against the removal being sustainable, as it 
would be if her husband had a settlement in any parish in England. 

It appears, however, from her account that he was born in Prussia, and possibly, there- 
fore, may not have any English settlement. 

Catherine Stewart’s ebargeabihty to North Dublin Union having been caused by her 
removal by warrant, and not by her husband’s desertion, the Guardians of North Dublin 
Union would not, in the opinion of the Commissioners, have any ground for proceeding 
against him. 

You will be good enough to preserve the enclosed Minutes of Evidence, and return them 
to this office when done with, no copy of them having been retained. 

By order of the Commissioners, 

To the Clerk, North Dublin Union, (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

North Brunswick-street. 



No. 5. — Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 9 March 1869. 

Adverting to previous correspondence in the case of Catherine Stewart, recently 
removed from the Westminster Union to the Workhouse of North Dublin Union, the Com- 
missioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland, desire to add to 
what is stated in their letter of the 9tli February, that, in their opinion, Mrs. Stewart, 
assuming her marriage to have been legal, was not removable to Ireland, whether her 
husband possessed a settlement in England or not. * 

If the Guardians, on further consideration, should wish a preliminary inquiry to take 
place.it will be necessary to pass a resolution to that effect in the usual form, in accordance 
with ilie terms of the statute (26 & 27 Viet. c. 89, s. 7), stating the grounds on which 
they consider .-he was not legally removable, and agreeing to pay the costs which may be 
incurred in the necessary preliminary inquiry, and in the appeal against the warrant of re- 
moval, should an appeal be determined on alter inquiry. 

By order of the Commissioners, 

To the Clerk, North Dublin Union, (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

North Brunswick-street. 



No. 6. Extracts from Minutes of the Board of Guardians of North Dublin Union, 
dated 10 March 1869. 

Read letter from Poor Law Commissioners, dated 9th March 1869, No. 3845, adverting 
to previous correspondence in the case of Catherine Stewart, recently removed from the 
Westminster Union to the workhouse of this union. The Commissioners add to what is 
stated in their letter of the 9th ultimo, that in their opinion, Mrs. Stewart, assuming her 
marriage to have been legal, was not removable to Ireland, whether her husband possessed 
a settlement in England or not. If the Guardians, on further consideration, should wish a 
preliminary inquiry to take place, it will be necessary for them to pass a resolution to that 
effect, in accordance with the terms of the Statute 26 & 27 Viet. c. 89, s. 7, stating the 
grounds on which they consider she was not legally removable, and agreeing to pay the 
costs which may be incurred in the necessary preliminary inquiry, and in the appeal against 
the warrant of removal, should an appeal be determined'on after inquiry. 

* * * * * # 

Read 
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Rend letter from Mr. Miehaol Waterston, dated 6th March 1869, drawer a attention to 
the case of his sister, Mrs. Catherine Stewart, who is at present an inmate in the North 
Dublin Union, through the advice of the London magistrates, towlioai she applied, in con- 
sequence of her husband having deserted her. 

* * * * # * 

Moved bv Captain Lindsay, n.L., seconded by Mr. Cbomley— “ That this board consider 
the case of the woman Catherine Stewart is one that a preliminary inquiry is desirable, and 
that this board undertake to pay the costs of same.” 



j^ (J rj' Lkttisk from the Commissioners to Messrs. Needham, Power &> Needham, 

Solicitors. 



Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
r nlAinnn 1(3 March 1869. 

T ii if C n i n i n i s« i o tiers for Administering' the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland, transmit 
™ " " a « v „f papers relating to the removal of Catherine Stewart, or Wa, -burgh, 

ta Ihc Wcetu.inatnr Uniin to the North Dublin Union ; and the 

that you will ho so good as to make a preliminary inquiry under the provisions of the & 
07 Viet c U9 s. 7, and report the result to the Commissioners. . . v 

You of heiT^onVese' pS the Com- 

jf^iSe iuX~ivahlc to hie place of aetUemenL It U 

a married woman is removable in the absence o ki >“ Queen’s Bench, in a cause 

v. The Select Vestry of the parish of Liveipo . * , . , „ ^ § q <353, referred 

£ trCt ftonX ttStort November 186,,'of winch a copy U 

e " d “‘ ed ’ By Order of the Commissioners, 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To Messrs. Nocdham, Dowel- & Needham, Solicitors, 
l. New Inn, Strand} Loudon. 



Cow Oh I a: it Pit from the Poor Law Board in « W ** 

Union (referred to m the foregoing letter). 

Poor Law Board, Whitehall, S W. 

15 November 1867^ 

I am directed by the Poor Law Board to diiwert Derby 

tttfjsrrrjs ^S^ ,he w Derby °: im , ? 

poor woman, named Mary Brennan, anti iei tlle Guardians their opinion that the 

The board, at the same time, desire esmesa I > » ber children were irregular, 

proceedings in co.mecHon with the removal of Mary Brennan 

harsh, and of doubtful legality. . doubt exists whether the statutes ju* i \ 

The board must express their opinion lha ‘. g ,-i“ J when the husband cannot be removed 
the removal of a woman and her children to Ireland wl Derby,” in the 3 N. b. C., 

with her. In the report of the case Queen V. All oa , 

653, Mr. J. Coleridge is reported to have wl» a person is bom in 1 3coj " r 

“ The jurisdiction of the justices appeals to altoc i w ^ b 1 relirf given to himself oi 
Ireland, uiul lms become chargeable to a parish m ,1 the latter words c 



rgcable to a parish in Eogtond by «“ g |atte „ or ds „f the 
famUy“’wl,o can then bo removed with M'" i b ^" be “K or family «■»? >* ^' d t 
section are to be taken distributivelv, ant latter part of the section goes on ' P 

to Ireland in the absence of the other ; 1 lut lhe UltoJ part ^ ^ ,, moved must be in 

appears to the eon^,^ 

In the present case the husband ^“^^“jthin 1 the condition specified by 
though not living with his wife, so that tne ca Agabj 

learned Judge. 



Q 3 
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Again, the warrant states that the children had gained no settlement in England, whereas 
they had been all born in England., and, consequently, were settled in the parishes of their 
birth in England. 

Moreover, it appears that in the present case, one of the children, an infant, was not in a 
state of health to justify the removal; and it was, therefore, a violation of the spirit of the 
statute 24 & 25 Viet. c. 76, to remove the mother of the infant to Ireland and to leave the 
infant behind. 

The board desire me to direct the special attention of the guardians to the alteration of 
the form of the warrant for the removal of Mary Brennan and her children from the form 
prescribed by the statute, and also to the fact that the state of the family appears to have 
been kept back from the knowledge of the justices who signed the warrant. 

I am, &c. 

W. Cleaver, Esq., (signed) G. Sclater-Booth, 

Clerk to the Guardians of the West Derby Union, Secretary. 

14, Clayton-square, Liverpool. 



No. 8. — Letter from Messrs. Needham fy Co., to the Commissioners. 

Catherine Stewart’s Removal — No. 6654/69, North Dublin Union. 

Gentlemen, 1 , New Inn, London, 30 March 1869. 

We beg to acknowledge and thank you for your communication of the 27th instant, 
giving names of the solicitors in the Liverpool appeal. 

We now beg to forward the result of our inquiry into this case, under section 7 of 26 & 
27 Viet. c. 89, as instructed by the Commissioners’ letter of the 16 th instant, and to report 
as follows: — r 

1 st. With respect to the question of legality of the pauper’s marriage, we are of opinion 
that as the marriage was by banns, and the, woman does not appear to have known that the 
man was married by a false name, which appears to have been ihe fact, both of them being 
under aue, the marriage is valid; 4 Geo. 4, cap. 76 ; Rex v. Inhabitants of Wroxton, 4 Barn. 
& Ad ok Reports, 641 ; Holmes v. Simmons, 34 Law Journal, P. and Mn«. Cas.s, 59. 
As to the alleged non-publ:cation of banns in the husband’s parish (assuming that to be 
usual and proper), it has been decided on the 4 Geo. 4, c. 76, sect. 22, that the words 
“without due publication of banns” include a non-publication, Wright v. Ellwood, 
1 Curtiss, 673, and it the wife (as no doubt she will state) did not know that the banns had 
not been duly published, then Rex v. Inhabitants of Wroxton aiiplie- and decides that the 
mari i age was not void on this account As to the absence of consent of the husband’s 
mother as guardian, &c., on his behalf, it has been decided on sect. 1(5 of 4 Geo. 4, cap. 76, 
that the provision in that section for consent is director/ only, and that the marriage is valid 
W’thout .t See Her Inhab.t.iuts of Birmingham, 8 Bam. & Ci-mwell, 29 .' See also 
section 2:3 of the last-mentioned statute. 

res l’ ect , t0 l i e » f settlement, we may obserro that it appears 

ShneS 2 ,1 u,e b f? a able 10 ” ake Qut > tlml the husband of the pauper lias not 

Kt in „ J?K 1 7| f ™ °' vn r, &ht or otherwise, in this ouuntrv. It seems, however, 

definitTnnd s ( drvestigation at some additional expense might lead to mure 

definite and satisfactory information on this head. 

orSbS^TK t0 the r que j t :°\0 f hremevability of a married woman in the absence 
of her husband, we have referred to the cases 10 which our ollenti as been called by the 

Isce!^ not^si? fares’ we 'can 

thTh»r.“JhU r „°o b *£ 

meat) removable to her ma, den settlement Ireland. It is so expressly, as we read the 

oleridge, in the Queen v. In- 
Reports, N.S., 352, and this case 






erlafnlv not left free fronfdouhT retno . val of a wife in the absense of her husband is 



so soon as counsel return to town after 

msm, otio, ,s from the Commissioners to the coat , Z ’ ° f “ 0U, “ 10 lnlcr,m 

The "™dian°s' TTmS IT T'™ IT* be °n other grounds, 

poor laws enabling then, to tnahe theLsZruttribtte to tlm .ih" “* 

We are, &c. 

... „ (signed) Needham, Power &• Needham. ' 

lo the Poor Law Commissioners for Ireland. 
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Statement enclosed in foregoing Letter. 



Catherine Stewart’s Removal. 

TnoMAS W ill i am W aterston, of 78, W ardour-street, Oxfordtstreet, London, aged , 
clerk to Mr. James Mason, of 19, Maddox-street, Regent-street, solicitor, states as 
follows : — 

Catherine Stewart, late Catherine W aterston, spinster, is my sister; she was born m 
Dublin. My father, Mielmol W aterston, was a carver and gilder; he died in Dublin many 
years ago. My mother, and I left Dublin for London in December 1865. My sister, 
’Catherine, was then at. school in Dublin, but followed us soon afterwards, under the care of 
the steward of the vessel. My sister, Mrs. Mary Jane Jermette, met her on her arrival at 
Millar’s Wharf, Wapping. My brother Michael, and my sister Mary Jane, came over to 
Enchunl amne years previously. My mother is now and has been for several years in a 
private lunatic asylum at Peeklmm House. Upon her arrival in London iu December 1865, 
mv sister Catherine came to live with me, and continued to reside with me’ at 3, Spur-stieet, 
Leicestev-square, and subsequently at. 6, Bedford-street, Strand, both in St. Martin’s parish 
and union, down to 19th December 1868, when she went io reside with my brother Michael, 
at 32 Ward our-street ; one side of Wardour-street is iu St. James’, the other in St. Ann’s 
parish, both being in the Westminster Union. About six months before her marriage 
presently mentioned, she got employment under a Mr. Hill, a tailor, of 10, Rupert-street, 
LeicesleV-square, and it was whilst in his employ that she became acquainted with Helenus 
Stewart filer husband). She was introduce.) to him by a friend (but I believe no relation) 
of his named Frederick Stewart, who was also in the tailoring business, and whom she 
knew from seeing him ftnponly at Mr. Hill’s. Helenus Stewait was living in lodgings at 
12 Rupert-street, in the parish ol St. James, only two doors from Mr. Hills, with bis mother 
and sister, whom he introduced to my sister as such. The first I heard of my sister being 
acquainted with Helenes Stewart was my mewing them walking together one evening m 
the summer of 1808 in Piccadilly. I did not then slop to speak to them, but my sister told 
me when she came Imme in the evening who tier companion was, and of her recent .intro- 
duction to him, and she told me at the same time, or very shortly afterwards, that be had 
offered her marriage. I consulted my relations, and eventually told him that as 1 under- 
stood that lie could give satisfactory references there would be no objection to the engage- 
ment. llo called shortly alierwards at my rooms, and brought me some of Reuter s lelegiam 
prospectuses nml other papers which satisfied me thathe was, and had been for some years, 
a clerk in Mr. Rente* nllico, and lie referred me to his employers as lo his i espec abil ty, 
but. I did not think it necessary, and did net inquire further “b 0 "* I)' 1 "- He ,n “j 

afterwards at my lo inns, visiting my sister; and on the 20th October 186B lie and my 

sister wo“e nntrrLl at tit Martin'. Church, by the Rev. Mr y Cooper the curate who s 1 
an, informed, has since gone to Bombay. Bunns were regularly pnbhahed in Si. Mart n . 
Church iu the names of Helenus Stewart ami Catherine Watered).,. 
heard tl null so publishoil. He wrote letters lo my sister both before and afi a ^ 

signed Helen™ Stewart, ami I believe some et them can be produced, and I have seen 
letters in his possession since the marriage addressed to Mr. Stewart. 

The nicmbci's of dm family present at the wedding were my brothe eS jtSmel’a 
wife, and myself, Mrs. Strut, aid Miss Helen Halt (two “Ted nv 

wifcl Mr Join Tcnuctte of 42, Whitcombe-slreet, wliose brother Richard married my 

sister Mai'yJi no.' Mr. ami Mrs. Halt spent the evening with ns altenraA atmy tod , 
but were trot present at the marriage. 1 gave my sister away an d am oneof 
on the Register, where from force of habit I erroneously g J belmlf of Mr. 
No guardians, or relative, or other person was present at 4e m, rr g ^ 

Stewart. Wo all understood, however, that he »m under age, but I do n it It 
age. I believe that he was born in Prussia. H,s mo, her and sister were 
the marriage. When Stewart begun to desert his wife a few " flwr Stewart the bell 
called to see him about it, at 12, Rupert-street, an a e |,^ me up0ll w hich she 

was answered by a female, who said that she be i , He then introduced me 

wrung a kill in the passage, and my sisler's Leonard,” 

to bis mother and sister, and the latter I observed c mv sister to call him, as it was 

by wliicli name it appears he had after the marriage ws J p d tl ; mBe lf 0 r bore 
u pet name for hi!,!, at home, my beU.f did my sister, or any 



nrriitee. I gave my sister away, and am one of the witnesses 
from force of habit I erroneously signed my name ^ Water„on. 



the name of De Warburgh, nor did L n01 r ll °,l h ® h * fil t] receipt of Messrs. Brandons 
member of our family ever hear of such a thing, “ P iat r a t her lodgings 

(his solicitors) letter of the 23rd Oecemoer last, addressed to my 

5, Bedford-street. . „ , • ciatpr still continued to reside 

That letter was not answered. After tl he ^^jLpnt ^in havin'* represented that she 
with me at. 6, Bedford-street. She is not strictly mon th (I°bad only apartments), 

and her husband actually lived together at my house fo congid ^ r it everl his temporary 
for allhough he frequently had his meals there, he did ° occasionally; 

home, or have his regular meals there, and only cam other days, for about a 
he always, I think, stayed the mght on Sundays, an q ^ J x pectat i on of succeeding to 
month or thereabouts. He stated that his mo then be in a position to leave her, 

some property at Christmas (1868), and that le s , w jth me on that unsatisfactory 

and take ahouse for himself and wife, and my sis footing. 

- 8. Q4 
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footing. At length finding herself deserted my sister applied to Mr. Tyrwhitt, the police 
magistrate, for assistance, and by his advice, and with my sanction, she applied for relief, 
and was received into the St. M-irtin’s Union Workhouse, in which Bedford -street is com- 
prised, in order that an application for a summons against her husband might come through 
the guardians. She came out again next morning, and again went to the magistrate, and 
by his further advice she again enteied the St. Martin’s Workhouse. She then stayed in 
the workhouse about a week, after which she went to live with my brother Michael, in 
Wardour-street, iti order, as T understood, to he in St. James’ parish in the Westminster 
Union, in which union her husband resided. She remained a week or two with my brother, 
and then went into the Westminster Union Workhouse ; that would be about December last! 
There slie remained until she was removed as a pauper to Ireland. 

My sister was removed to Ireland of her own will, in this sense, that she was advised by 
the magistrate that that step was necessary in order that her husband might be proceeded 
against, though in fact she did not want to go to Ireland. My sister on one occasion, after 
the desertion, went to 12, Ru pert-street, to learn the cause of her husband’s continued 
absence; she inquired for Mr. Stewart, was admitted, went up stairs and saw the person 
whom he had introduced to her as his mother, but whom she hud not seen many limes 
before, ns they did not seem lo take to each other. The mother said the gentleman my 
sister wanted was not within, and that she had better leave the house. A policeman was 
then sent for to turn her out. One came, but upon explanation declined to interfere. On 
leaving the I iousc my sister nu t her husband in the street, and caught him by Lite arm; 
he said if she would not molest him further he would promise her anything, but then 
immediately snatched himself away and left her. This calling at his mother’s, no doubt, 
led to the threatening letter received from Messrs. Brandon. 

I have beard that Mr. Stewart came to England when quite a child, but I am not aware 
whether his father came with him, or whether his lather or mother ever gained a settlement 
in England. I cannot say whether or no Mr. Stewart has any property of his own. I do 
not suppo-e that either he or his mother would be rated in respect of 12, Rupert-street, as 
1 understood they only had apartments. I do not think it likely that Mr. Stewart has ever 
himself rented a tenement, or been apprenticed to any trade, or at Reuter’s office, or else- 
where, or done any act whereby to gain a settlement in England in his own right. 

The Stewarts have lately left Rupert-street, and I do not know where they "have gone to 
live. Knows nothing about Stewart’s father or mother’s previous residence in England. 

Michael Waterston, of 32, Wardour-street, confirms the above, so far as relates to him. 

Ellen Hatt, of 3, Clarke’s-buildings, Broad-street, Bloomsbury, single woman, states 
that she is one of the witnesses to the marriage of Iielenus Stewart with Catherine 
Waterston. 



Mr. Brandon, of 15, Essex-street, Strand, solicitor, states that his firm wrote the letter 
of the 23rd December, upon instructions that the boy’s marriage with Catherine Waterston 
was illegal and void; that his name is De Warburgh, and not Stewart ; that he is only 18 
years ol age; and that he was secretly married without the knowledge of any of bis rela- 
tions. That the girl was introduced to him bv a friend of his. That she told him she had 
been seduced by another man, and that she asked him to marry her and make her 
respectable, which he agreed io do to save her from ruin. That his firm had taken the 
opinion ol counsel, who advised that the marriage was valid in law, notwithstanding the 
mtnonty, and that the banns were not published in the parish of St, James, in which lie 
resided, that his mother knew nothing at all about the gi.l until after the marriage, and 
was not party or privy thereto in any way. That the boy’s father died seven or eight years 
ago, upon which Messrs. Brandon were consulted by the widow about some liability on 
the part of Government upon an alleged contract for a patent medicine, which the Govern- 
ment declined to carry out. lhat upon his being consulted recently to take steps to try 
the validity of the marnage, some expenses were incurred, amounting to 10/., which was 
pi v a c ten o ns, a gentleman who knew the family, and who were too poor to pay it 
themselves. Hie name of the gentleman Mr. Brandon declined to give. Knows nothing 
moie of the family, or whether the father ever lived or died in England, or what his Christian 

r he Wa Y ,0 T gner - D()es not know where Mrs. or Madame De 

Warburgh is now l.vmg, or where they have lived, except Rupert-street. 

T» th w a ? dIaC L y ° f l 2 * Eu Pert-street, Haymarket, states:— 

r ° nly Ch i ld) a son > and a young woman who passed as 

five w^s^nce^o that the* so^woukTbefhvm t * u ^ e US r 

removal). Madame De WarWh owes L ILL Jo 7 for ~ (d orde .' l ° f 

? h f dn.'hter They were very hadly ofl’, and had seen batter days. 

,e4 bad olan and he left her ^ te . ach,, 'e- . H»r husband, I have reason to believe, wj a 
impression is thaf «hf> V t™? 8 - le was outlawed some years ago, and my 

I $i " he did 1 he L P Enolh d b , at t r befura |0,, S- 1 thiuk^e is dead, 

f, , i , England, hnt I do not know where Mr Drake at tire Horse 

somewhere in Germanv^ Mv 1 i° U 6 | an , lnteiest * n him. Ihe boy was, I believe, born 
behaved like a oerLTI'n.l, 2 , b “!! d W ? s “'P 1 ^ under Mr. Drake, who always 

pe feet gentleman to us, and on his account we kept Madame De Warburgh 
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long. She was very high and mighty always, would shut herself up, and not see any- 
body- She used to say she was a lady bred and born. She scarcely ever received letters, 
d didn’t seem to have a friend in the world hardly. When she found out that her son 
was married she was like a frantic woman. He never let her know a word about it until 
it was all over, and I’m sure she was no party to it. There was a great disturbance here 
with a policeman one day, when the young wife called. Leonard was the boy’s real name, 
and not Helenus. He was usually called “ Minimy” at home. She had lived in different 
parts of London, mid at Kensington, before she came, here, but I don’t know where, and 
she spoke of having been in affluent circumstances. Her husband was a German doctor, 
or something of that sort, and Madame De Wurburgh has told me he was a duke, and that 
her boy ought to be a duke, but we never knew how much to believe about it. The step- 
daughter was a great storyteller. The old lady was often talking about the property she 
ought to have, and which lay in tea and sugar plantations, and how she had lost 6,000 l., 
and there is no doubt the girl Waterston and her family were deceived by what the boy said. 

I beard the wedding breakfast cost the girl’s brother 10 1 They had champagne and 
all sorts of thingB. He got himself up as fine as a fiddler on the wedding morning, and 
said he was going to spend the day at, I forget where. Madame De Warburgh said that 
Mr. Drake had paid 10 Z. to Messis. Brandon for expense in trying to get a divorce, and it 
was to be 40 /. to carry it through. 

The Manager at Reuter’s Telegraphic Company s Office, 5, Lothbury, London, states : — 
That young Stewart was recommended to this company by a Mr. Drake of the Horse 
Guards, lie was with us as a messenger for about four years, and left our employ on 20th 
December last, 1068. lie was known here by the name of Jacob (not Leonard) Stewart. 
We never heard the name De Warburgh. He was never apprenticed here or anything of 
that sort He was a mere errand boy. He spoke to his fellows of having got married, of 
which we did not approve. He was only about 17 years of age, and that was the cause of 
our getting rid of him. It was a bad example for our other boys. We kept him on for a 
few weeks after we heard of it. He was receiving 9 *. a week when he left us. We have 
heard nothin" of him since, and do not know where he now is. His mother and sister used 
to call here occasionally to see him. He (old us his father was an army surgeon some- 
where in the West Indies, and died there, I believe, he said. He talked about some 
derful medicine his rather had for the eves and for cho era, which he hied to get the .French 
Government to take up, but they woufd not have anything to do w .h it. H s mother is a 
Portuguese, I believe. I expect the boy is now in idleness, and not put to any trade. He 
has never called for a character. 

- Drake, Esq , of the Secretary’s Office, Horse Guards, states:— 

All he knows of Madame De Warburgh is as 
years ago about a contract with the Government foi 1 1 PI y whether he ever was in 
herself or husband. 1 never sow the husband, end am not . aware whe her he 
England! bat 1 always felt very sorry for ; tta bill dS 
stantly in my prcdoccHBur’a time, lhey usually lived in the ’ t of which the 

what island. A large order for these medicines was gi matter of charity, I have 

poor woman still fancies she is going to make a for • u . • q The ther j believe, 

done what I could for them, and got the boy into Reuter 8 1 office, lie f here is no 

was deserted by her husband, but whether he is livu g West Indies I believe 

doubt she has scon better times. W ien 1 W ! u and Navy, Sir 

they dined at the table of the present Inspector 25 , g 

.lames Gibson. He was not so great a man then as he is now urnm** m / na ge, 
ago, and lie will probably know nothing of them now. .• t d g an( j i g ave Brandons 
to live. She came to inform me of. tins marriage much g This boy has 

10 Z. to see if they could set the main age aside, b Office and is now, no doubt, in 

never done anything except being at Reuter* bu t I don’t know, where they 

idleness. They told me they were leav n a Rape > n-street 

are gone to, nor where they lived before they went to Rupert 



(No. 8,334/69.) . ~ ' 

No. 0 .— Lktb* from the Commissioners to the Board of Guaidians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 

Win! reference to the resolution of the Board of Guardians of { Catherine 

the 10th ultimo, and to previous correspondence “ j or administering the Laws * , 

Stewart from tile Westminster Union, the Comm information of the Board 

Belief ofthe Poor in Ireland transmit to you herewith, for the M .„ d Messrs. 

Guardians of North Dublin Union, a document jEteh resu | tB of the prelimr- 

Needham, Power & Needham, solicitors of “Sons of the Poor Removal 

nary inquiry wh ich they have made in this case under the pro ^ ^ 

It appears to have been satisfactorily established n0 linger in dispute. ^ 

ston with Helenus Stewart was a valid one, 1 
o tv 
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With regard to Mis. Stewart’s removability under these circumstances, the Commissioners 
think it desirable that legal advice should be obtained in London, on the facts as at present 
ascertained, upon the question whether the order of removal can be successfully appealed 

a °You will be good enough to preserve the enclosed document carefully, and return it 
when no longer required by the Guardians, no copy having been retained. 

By order, &c. 

To the Clerk, North Dublin Union. (signed) B. Banks , Chief Clerk. 



(No. 9,323/68.) 

No. 10 . — Extract from Minutes of the Board of Guardians, dated 7th April 1869. 

Moved by Mr. Norwood, J.P., that the Commissioners be requested to obtain legal 
advice as they suggest in their letter, dated 6th April 1869 (No. 8334), on the facts of the 
illegal removal of the woman Waterston, alias Stewart. 



(No. 9,323/69.) 

No. 11. — Letter from the Commissioners to Messrs. Needham, Power «Sf Needham. ■ 



Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 

, Gentlemen, 13 April 1809. 

With reference to your letter of the 30tb ultimo, and the statement which accompanied 
it rela live to the removal of Catherine Stewart from the Westminster Union to the North 
Dublin Union, the Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland desire to inform you that they wish counsel’s opinion to be obtained as to the pro- 
bable success of an appeal against the order of removal. 

The question which now stands for argument in the Court of Queen’s Bench, in the case 
of the Commissioners against the Select Vestry of the Parish of Liverpool will, if decided 
in favour of the Commissioners, support an appeal against the present order, if the ground 
of such decision be that a married woman, deserted by her husband, is not removable to her 
place of birth in Ireland during the lifetime of her husband. 

The Commissioners, however, independently of that question, do not see in the present 
case how a desertion of the wife by her husband can be shown to have taken place 
previously to the date of the warrant of removal. 

Ever since the marriage the parties seem to have resided apart with their respective 
families, and up to the time of the removal the husband did not change his residence. 

Both parties appeared to be acting under a doubt as to the validity of the marriage, a 
doubt which seems to have been now removed. 

Under these circumstances the relief afforded to the wife was, for the purposes of the 
removal law, relief afforded to the husband, and if so, she was improperly and illegally 
made the subject of a removal order under the provisions of the 8 & i> Viet. c. 117, s. 2. 

1 he Commissioners wish this point to be submitted to counsel with any others which 
occur to you. 

It may be convenient to state for your information, the titles of the several Acts which 
have been passed since the Irish Poor Law wns established, which relate to the removal of 
Irish-born poor from England to Ireland ; they are as follow 

1. 8 &. 9 Viet. c. 117.— An Act to amend the Laws relating to the Removal of Poor 
Persons born in Scotland, Ireland, the Islands of Man, Scilly, Jersey, or Guernsey, and 
chargeable in England. 1 

Poor 9 ^ 10 ^ Ct ‘ c ‘ 66i— A.n Act to amend the Laws relating to the Removal of the 



3. 24 & 25 Viet. c. 55. — An Act to amend the Laws regarding the Removal of the 
Poor, and the Contribution of Parishes to the Common Fund in Unions. 

4. 24 & 25 Viet. c. 76.— An Act to amend the Law relating to the Removal of 

Poor Persons to Ireland. B 

ih *‘r> 0 2 ±t | 2? f c - 89 ’- A « A ct for the further Amendment of the Law relating to 
the Removal of Poor Persons, Natives of Ireland, from England. 

2 *i V r t- C - 10 , 6 “ Aa Act t0 explain the Statutes of Her present Majesty, 
for amending the Laws relating to the Removal of the Poor. 

fm- 7 fbp 2 R r ^- 9 7*u t ‘ D 79 \~ An Act to provide for the better Distribution of the Charge 
tor the Relief of the Poor in Unions. 

°* 1 , 1 T 3 ;~" An Act to amend the Act providing Superannuation 
to tliA C ti S ^Unions, and to make other Amendments in the Laws relating 

to the Relief of the Poor. (Sect. 17.) 

By order, &c. 

ToTVWro -n „ ,, (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk, 

lo Messrs. N eedham Power & Needham, Solicitors? 

1, New Inn, London. 
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(No. 9841/69.) 

No 12 — Letter from Messrs. Needham Sf Co. to the Commissioners. 

Catherine Stmart's Removal. North Dublin Union. 

Gentlemen, 1, New Inn, London, 14 April 1869. 

We besi to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 13th instant, (No. 9,323/69,) and 
to state that counsel are expected in town during the present week, and that an opinion 
shall be taken in this case as early as practicable. The next Quarter Sessions for Middlesex 
will not be held until Oth July; if, therefore, notice of appeal be given at the beginning of 
June, we shall bo in time. 

With regard to the question referred to in the Commissioners’ letter of this morning, whether 
the desertion can bo shown to have taken place previously to the date of the warrant of 
removal, wo must not forget that the wife’s applications at the workhouse and before the 
magistrate were based upon the fact of desertion, however short that may be of legal proof 
of desertion. 

We are obliged by the statement of the various Irish Acts. 

And are, &c. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners (signed) Needham, Power §• Needham. 

for Ireland. 

We may take this opportunity of mentioning that we have never been able to satisfy 
ourselves that the 9th & 1 Dili Viet. cap. 66 (one of the Acts stated by the Commis- 
sioners) can he said in any way to affect removals to Ireland, see section 9 ; and it is 
worthy of remark that the form of warrant given in the Schedule to 26 & 27 Viet. cap. 89, 
coniains no such clause as that provided by section 4 of 9 & 10 Viet. cap. 66. We can 
well understand that the several Acts bearing upon irremovability by residence, 8tc., become 
admissible when read in connexion with section 7 ot 26 8t 27 Viet. cap. 89; besides they 
are not expressly excepted from Ireland. 



(No. 9,841/09.) 

No. 13 .— Letter from the Commissioners to Messrs. Needham, Power <$r Needham. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 

Gentlemen 15 l869 / 

The Commission™ I'm- administering the Laws for Relief of the I P°°r m Irela nd I ac- 
knowied.-e the locoint of your letter of ilia 14ih instant, relating to the removal of Cathe- 
rine Stewart from JiiiL'laml to Ireland ; and will) reference to your observation on the 
Act ,) St 10 Viet. cap. 00, can t * i ‘J^S^tftlre 

removals to Ireland, the Commissioners desire 10 state hat they | h"d, on reference to the 

- - *• 

following terms : — 

to override pro tavto the provisions ol the 8 & 9 Viet. cap. 11.. 

There can be no doubt that the proper construction of section 9, referred to by you, was 

Mly considered by the law officers in g'™S .TJJf’^prMsioD “ otherwise exempt from 
The Commissioners desire to point out also, t a P y. g9 

removal,” in the form of warrant m the Schedule m he appears tfrecognise the light 
(which relates exclusively to Irish-born poor from 1 England) appears 
of irremovability which was established by the 9 & x0 • p 



To Messrs. Needham, Power & Needham, 
l, New Inn, London. 



By order, &c. 
(signed) 



B. Banks, 

Chief Clerk. 
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(No. 10,407/69.) 

No. 34. — Letter from Messrs. Needham, Power Sf Needham, to the Commissioners. 

Catherine Stewart's Removal, North Dublin Union. 

Gentlemen, 3- New Inn, London, 20 April 1869. 

We have laid these papers, with instructions, before Counsel, together with the Com- 
missioners’ letter to us of the 13th instant, No. 9323; also copy letter which the Com- 
missioners forwarded to us of the 15th November 1867, from the Poor Law Board to the 
Cleric of the Guardians of the Callan Union, citing the case of The Queen v. All Saints 
Derby, to which attention was drawn; and we now beg to enclose copy opinion of 
Mr. Turner, written after due consideration of the matter, and a consultation held with 
Mr. Leofric Temple, one of the Counsel engaged in the case of the Commissioners v. Select 
Vestry of Liverpool. That case will, it is thought, very likely succeed, hut it stands upon 
a different footing from this. Both Mr. Temple and Mr. Turner agree, that as this case at 
present stands, the chances of success are hopelessly against us. Mere the husband, so far 
as appears, is by birth a Prussian, and that being so, we are stopped at the outset, since 
the case would not come within section 2 of 8 & 9 Viet. c. 117. The facts, moreover, are 
considered amply sufficient to show desertion for present purposes, and we do not see our 
way to discovering a settlement for the husband in England. 

We are, &c. 

(signed) Needham, Poioer Sf Needham. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners 
for Ireland. 



(No. 10,407/69.) 

No. 15. — Copy Opinion referred to in foregoing Letter. 

Upon the information which has hitherto been obtained in this case, I do not think an 
appeal would be successful. The marriage appears to have been a good and valid marriage, 
notwithstanding the minority of the parties, and the husband having given a false name, 
unknown however to the wife. The husband has no settlement in this country, and I am 
of opinion, that the wife was removable to her maiden settlement in Ireland. (The Queen 
v. Inhabitants of Marylebone, 16 Queen’s Bench Rep. 352). There is strong evidence of 
desertion ; they did in a certain way live together for a month after the marriage, and then 
he left her, and has done nothing towards her support since. 

The case of The Queen v. The Select Vestry of the Parish of Liverpool, arises upon the 
8 fcc 9 Viet. c. 117, s. 2; the husband in that case having been bom in one of the places 
mentioned m the section. 

Temple, 17 April 1869. (signed) B. E. Turner. 



(No. 10,407/69.) 

No. 16. Letter from the Commissioners to Messrs. Needham, Power 6f Needham. 



Gentlemen, 



Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 



f< ? adn, ™'S‘ering the Laws for Belief of the Poor in Ireland, 
rTfh.ri . u IT ,pt y ,?? r letle1 ' of the 20t1 ' i^tant, on the subject of the removal of 
Ti! r S e . warl from the Westminster Union to the North Dublin Union 
in this mau^ 1S f°rf n | l '‘ are CI 5 l ' Sed yOU for • vour promptitude in attending to their request 
It does an ’ ££ ~ ad y0HI ! etter t and the opinion of counsel, with much interest. 
StcwaaPs ™ PP T o Commi! S i »oners, however, that their view of the question in Mrs. 
no set Lment'- ’ a |“° b ? n 1 u , l ‘ e apprehended, inasmuch as the fact of tile husband having 
no SrfTna ™ m ” U r n u W<ra d bc . ml “ aler '”l in their point of view, provided there were 
tE™ H e , ° f b T e estab,,sl ’ ed at «' a time the warrant of removal was obtained, 
receive relief ' tv’ Hele “ us fetewart, or whatever was his true name, was equally entitled to 
in England f ft ? \ T°" h,maelf or h Y wife, as if he had lad a settlement 

2nd S, i £ ! lat be T d v” 1 be the sub > ct of a “ otder of removal under the 

hU wSi wL lil^l,^ 117, but bemg alive, and living in the same union in which 
taS bee™ wfi. 'ft 1 *?, “ he , r v Was lt iven him, and it is only the head of the 

hia children,’' who, in such a case, 

> Th 5," mm ° ne . d > and become the subject of an order. 

to the abl™rvaS.“ eSt tl ”“ J ° U be S ° S °° d “ S re<! °“ d “ this “ 3e “ reference 



To Messrs. Needham, Power St Needham, 
lj New Inn, London. 



By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 
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(No. 11,020/ 69.) 

No. 17.— Letter from Messrs. Needham , Power §• Needham, to the Commissioners. 

Catherine Stewart's Removal, North Dublin Union. 

Gentlemen, 1, New Inn, London, 27 April 1869. 

We duly received the statement or result of inquiry for which we wrote the Com- 
missioners on the 22nd instant, and we have reconsidered this case as requested l>y the 
Commissioners’ letter of the 21st April (No. 10,407), and, in fact, we have got Mr. Turner 
to write further with reference to the observations of the Commissioners as contained in 
their said letter of the 21st, and which letter, together with previous ones, including the 
Commissioners’ letter of the 13th April (No. 9,323), has been laid before him, and we now 
beg to enclose copy his further opinion. 

We beg to return the statement lent to us, which is sent per book post, along with the 
draft notice of appeal, Re Mary Webster. 

We happen to know that Mr. Turner has been consulting again with Mr. Temple, and 
has, we doubt not, given the mutter his best consideration. 

We are, &c. 

(signed) Needham, Power Needham. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners for Ireland. 



(No. 11 , 020 / 69 .) 

No. 18 . — Copy Opinion referred to in foregoing Letter. 



I quite concur in the Commissioners' view, that the question in Catherine Stewarts case 
was whether the husband had deserted her, but as I have already stated, I thought the 
fads showed that he had deserted her, and, therefore, that R. v. Inhabitants of St. Mary- 
lebone, 16 Q. B. 352, directly applied. I thought, and it certainly so appears to my mmd 
from the facts that have been ascertained, with respect to the wife’s application to the 
magistrate, that he had satisfied himself it was a case of desertion when he made the order 
of removal. _ _ 

(signed) R. E. Turner. 

Temple, 26 April 1869. 



(No. 11,020/09.) 

No. 19. — Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 



Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
c-j 30 April 1869. 

With reference to tl.c resolution of the Hoard of Guardians of North Dublin goioaoo 
the bill instant, uml to previous correspondence on the subject of the nunmal of Cather me 
Stewart from the Westminster Union lo Dublin, the Commissioners for Atams«en„g he 
Laws for Belief of lire Poor in Ireland desire to acquaint the Board of GuMduus that the 
opinion of counsel luw boon obtained as to whether upon the hots, as aster tamed rn the 
preliminary inquiry, the order ot removal could be success u y app wband had 
opinion given is lo the effect that u desertion of Ca.henne Slow^ byl«h<«b^ had 
taken place before her removal, and that nailer these circumstances she was removable. 

It would not appear, therefore, prudent to appeal against the order 

One satisfactory result of the preliminary inquiry has been to establish, beyond douoi, 
the validity of the marriage of Catherine Waterston. or( | er &c 

To the Clerk, North Dublin Union. B ■ ’ Banls - Chirf aierk - 



— X. — 

Case of Catherine Neill and Three Children, removed from Bridgend and 
Cowhridge Union to Enniscorthy. 



-No. l.-E 



Extract from Minutes of the Ennxscorthy Board of Guard 



18 February 1869. 

The clerk read to the Board an order of removal three children, who had 

ridge, county of Glamorgan, of a woman, Oath." »e Neill : “\ h “ h Uan<l. 
een relieved in the workhouse there, having been d j 

8 s 2 



The 
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The relieving officer of that union then appeared before the Board with Catherine Neill 
and children. On her examination she stated she was a native of Grange, in the electoral 

division of Kill on, and was married there. 

Ordered— Admitted to the workhouse, the clerk to transmit the order of removal to the 
Commissioners. 



No. 2.— Warrant of Removal. 

To the Guardians of the Poor of the Bridgend and Cowbridge Union, in the County of 
Glamorgan. 

To the Guardians of the Poor of the Enniscorthy Union,' in the Counties of Wexford and 
Carlow, in Ireland. 

County of Glamorgan,'! At a petty sessions of Her Majesty’s justices of the peace for the 
to wit. J county of Glamorgan, holden in and for the division of Newcastle, 

in the said county, at the Town. Hall at Bridgend, in the said county, on the 13th day of 
February, in the year of our Lord 1869, before us, the undersigned, Her Majesty’s justices 
of the peace for the said county. 

Whereas complaint is now made by the Guardians of the poor of the Bridgend and 
Cowbridge Union, in the county of Glamorgan, that Catherine Neill hath become and is 
now chargeable to the common fund of the said union : And whereas the said Catherine 
Neill having been brought before us, and application having been made to us, in petty 
sessions assembled, by William Powell, the relieving officer of the said Guardians, on their 
behalf, we have made due examination on oath, and find that the said Catherine Neill is 
of the reputed age of 32 years, and was born in Ireland, and was married in Ireland to one 
Michael Neill, who hath deserted her, and that she last resided for the space of three years 
in the parish of Enniscorthy, in the county of Wexford, now contained in the said Union of 
Enniscorthy, and hath not a settlement in England, and is not otherwise exempt from 
removal from the said Bridgend and Cowbridge Union ; and that she hath four children by 
her said husband, named Joanna, of the reputed age of nine years ; Lawrence, of the reputed 
age of six years ; James, of the reputed age of five years ; and Edward, of the reputed age 
of three years, which children are not exempt from removal from the said union; and we 
have seen the said Catherine Neill and her said children, and are satisfied that the said 
Catherine Neill and her said children are in such a state of health as not io be liable to 
suffer bodily or mental injury by the removal. 

These are, therefore, to require you, the Guardians of the poor of the Bridgend and Cow- 
bridge Union, to cause the said Catherine Neill (with her family) to be safely conveyed to 
the said Union of Enniscorthy, and to be delivered at the workhouse of such union. 

Given under our hands and seals, at the sessions aforesaid, this 13th day of February, in 
the year of our Lord 1869. 

Richard Franklen (j.p.). 

Charles R. Knight (j.p.). 



No. 3. — Answers to Queries. 

1. Date of warrant or copy? — 13th February 1869. 

2. Date of embarkation? — 17th February 1809. 

3. Name of the port at which the embarkation took place ? — Milford. 

4. How sent ; as a deck passenger or otherwise ? — In the second cabin. 

5. When and by whom delivered at the workhouse ?— On the 18th of February by the 
relieving officer, William Powell. 

6. How long is it since the pauper left Ireland ? — -Thirteen and a half months. 

7. Where was the pauper born in Ireland? — Ballycullane townland, Tintern parish. 

8. What was the pauper’s last place of residence in Ireland ? — New Ross. 

9. How long had the pauper resided in such place before leaving Ireland 1 — Three years 
and a half. 

10. Where was the pauper residing in England or Scotland when she became charge- 
able? Bridgend. Bridgend and Cowbridge Union, township not known. 

11. How long had she resided there ?— Bridgend three days. 

12. If less than three years, give particulars of previous residence for at least three years, 
stating, it possible, the union and parish? — Dowlass, seven months; Masta^ue, three months; 
Bridgend three days. 

IS. If the pauper is a widow, when did her husband die?— Is not a widow. 

14. H 
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14, If the pauper bo a married woman deserted, how long deserted ?— Three and a half 

•months. 



(a.) Where was the husband born?— In the townland of 
Enniscorthy Union. 

(/».) Had he ever received relief from any parish in 
knowledge. 

(c.) Where did lie last reside? — Bridgend. 

(d.) How long had he resided there? — Three days. 

15 10, 17, and 18 not applicable to this case. 

(signed) 

Enniscorthy Union, 2(1 February 1809. 



Grange, parish of Killan, 
England?— Not to her 



John Kennedy, Clerk 



No. 4, — Otibkrvations of Mr. Robinson, Poor Law Inspector. 

I war at Enniscorthy yesterday, and took Catherine Neill’s depositions, which I forward 
to the Commissioners, together with the removal warrant, and a copy of a letter she received 
from her husband since she arrived in Ireland. 

Enniscorthy Union was not her place of birth, nor had she at any time resided in it for 
three years, but it appears that her husband was bora in that union. 

If the woman’s statements are true, her case is one of great hardship, as she was separated 
from her husband, who had not deserted her, but had only gone away to look for work, 
promising to send for her ; and she states that the day before she was removed she applied 
for her discharge from the Bridgend Workhouse, bv her husband’s directions, but that she 
was not allowod to leave it, and was removed against her will on the following day, the very 
day on which her husband had informed her he would come or send for her. 

It seems that the man did return to Bridgend at that time, as on the day after Catherine 
Neill’s arrival at Enniscorthy, the workhouse matron wrote for her to her husband, and the 
letter addressed to him to Bridgend reached him ; the letter enclosed is the reply. It 
appears evident from this letter that the man had no intention to desert his wife. 

H. R. 

March 2/69. 



No. 6. — Deposition of Catherine Neill, taken by Mr. Robinson. 

Cat riu june Neill having been duly sworn, states I was born near Tintern (in New 
Ross Union), and married Michael Neill, who was born in Grange (in Enniscorthy Union). 
I only lived at Grange, for about a year, and afterwards lived near New Ross for about 
three and a half yours, before we. went to Wales. In the year 1867 my husband went to 
Wales to got. work, and in December 1807, be sent me money to enable me to follow Him, 
and I went to him to Dowlas*. My husband is a labouring man. About seven months 
ago my husband left Dowlas* and went to Mastague, and when he had been there about 
a month he sent me money to enable me to follow him. We lived together at Mastague 
•for about two months, and then we both went to Bridgend. Mastague is in Bn ee 
Union, but 1 do not think that Dowlas* is in the same union. It takes about three hours 
to get to Bridgend from Dowluss by rail. , , . „ 

Between three and four months ago we went to Bridgend, and when we a 
about three days, my husband went to look for work, and I had to go int0 ie w . , 

with the children. 'lie did not desert mo, but said, when he went away, that he would send 
•for me as soon as lie. would he able. About two months after be went away he sent me a 
message to say he was ill, and that as soon as he could do so he would send lo . 
'Saturday ‘ill last month, I was taken before the magistrates, and ( .“ e "' x ‘.“7A b .j av a 
letter from my husband saying lie would send or come for me on the A master 
■•and he directed me to leave die workhouse ou Monday. On Monday 1 asted ,h f ' ” as ‘ 
of the workhouse for my discharge, and I told him t lmd received a . 
husband saying that he would come or send for me. Tne master refused to give memj 
discharge, and the following Monday I was ordered to get ready to g it W»d. 1 stud 
would noi go, and he Raid lie would send for the constable, and I af , lhout two 



and was bought over here against my will. We left Bridgend that evening, at about two 
o’clock, and embarked next day at Milford, and arrived here on luesday. 

I never lived In or near Emnscorthy except during the year I lived in Grange, arte, my 

"Tftef'l came here I wrote to my husband, and got an answer, which I sent to the 

Bo “ td . her 

Catherine + Neill, 
mark. 



Sworn before me this 1st of March 1809. 



Henry Robinson, Poor Law Inspector. 



s 3 
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Copy of letter received by Catherine Neill from her Husband. 

My Dear Wife, . 22 February 1869. 

It is with a sad heart that I read your letter this evening, to find where you and nty 
children are. Ah! I did not know anything about it until this evening. If I did, you 
should not go to where you are. Dear wife, you know as I have had a long, heavy fit 0 f 
sickness, and it was notin my power to help you or myself; but now, thanks be to God, I 
have got constant work, and I would be able for to support you and my children if you were 
here ; but as I am only just started at work, it is not in my power to bring you over for a 
while. Dear wife, I would not be able to support you and the children in Ireland, and 
myself in this country; but as they sent you away from here against your own will, I hope as 
it please the Guardians where you are to send you back tome, and I will piomise to support 
you and my children to the best of my power. Dear wife, I have got your box, clothes 
and bedding all safe until you come to them. I am in good health, thank God, and I hope 
as you and the childien are in the same. Write by the return of post, and let me know 
what you mean. So no more at present from 

Your affectionate husband, 

Direct as usual. Michael O'Neill. 



No. 6. — Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 3 March 1869. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for the Relief of the Poor in Ireland 
acknowledge the receipt of the replies to queries in the case of Catherine Neill, who, with 
her four children, was removed from the Bridgend and Cowbridge Union to Enniscorthy 
Workhouse, and admitted thereto on the 18th ult. 

In reference to this removal, the Commissioners'desire to inform the Board of Guardians 
that Mr. Robinson, p.i.i., visited Enniscorthy on Monday last, and took Catherine Neill’s 
sworn depositions, from which it appears that Enniscorthy Union was not her place of birth, 
nor had she at any time resided in it lor three years ; but it appears that her husband was 
born in that union. 

It is stated by this woman, that she and her husband, who is a labouring man, lived at 
a place called Dowlass, in Wales, and that about seven months ago, the husband left Dow- 
lass and went to a place called Mastague ; and when he bad been there about a month sent 
for his wife, and they lived together at Mastague for two months, and then both went to 
Bridgend. 

She further states, that between three or four months ago, they went to Bridgend, and 
when there about three days, the husband went to look for work, and she was obliged to go 
into the workhouse with the children; and she states that her husband did not desert her, 
but said when he went away, that he would send for her as soon as lie would be able. 

It appears that some time after, he sent, her a message to the effect that he was ill, and 
that as soon as he could do so, he would send for her. 

It further appears, that on the 13th of February last, she was taken before the magis- 
trates, and the next day she had a letter from her husband telling her he would send or 
come for her on the following Tuesday, and directed her to leave the workhouse, on Mon- 
day- On Monday, she applied for her discharge from the master of the workhouse, 
and told him of the message she had received from her husband, but that he refused 
her discharge; and she swears that on the following morning she was removed against 
her will. 3 

If this woman’s statements are true, her case is one of great hardship, as she was sepa 
rated from her husband, who had not deserted her, but who had only gone away to look 
for work, promising to send for her; and she states that the day before she was removed 
she app led for her discharge from Bridgend Workhouse, but was refused it, and removed, 
against her will on the following day, the very day on which her husband had informed her 
ne would come or send lor her. 

It appears that the man did return to Bridgend at that time, as on the day of Catherine 
Nedl s amvai at Enniscorthy, the workhouse matron wrote for her to her husband, and the 
letter addressed to Bridgend reached him, as appears by a letter which she received from 
him in reply; and it is quite evident from that letter that the man had no intention to 
deseit Ins wile. 

The 7 ill section of the Act 26 k 27 Viet. c. 89, provides for n preliminary inquiry, and 
also for a subsequent appeal against the warrant of removal, if the facts ascertained in the 
prelmnnary inquiry should appear to justify such an appeal; and in the event of the 
appeal being snccessfn , the Gaardians will he entitled to the costs in the case, as well as 
the cost of the paupers maintenance, and of conveying them back to the place from which 
they were removed. ° 1 

ti„^“‘^ GUardi Tr S 5 a P re, Tr- V '““W t0 be '"“do, the v should pass a resole 
sider” rSnoms f i" , S ‘ at " te ’ stati "S the B™"'* on witch they con- 



sider the paupers were not removable, and agreeing to pay the costs incurred. 
To the Clerk, Enniscorthy Union. 



By order of the Commissioners, 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 
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T.M Idler of he Coimiimioners dated 3rd Much 1869 (No. 5,280), with reference to ,he 
removal of Catherine Nodi and children from the Union of Bridgend and Cowbridge to 
Enniscorthy Workhouse, and which was postponed for consideration to this day was read 
The Board made no order, expecting the husband to send for his wife. 



No. 8.— -Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Si r > . . ...... , , 19 March 1869. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for the Relief of the Poor in Ireland 
have had before them Minutes of Proceedings of the Board of Guardians of Enniscorthy 
Union on the lltli instant, containing n Minute in reference to their letter of the 3rd instant 
respecting the removal of Catherine Neill and her four children from the Union of Bride-end’ 
and Cow bridge to Enniscorthy Workhouse, stating that the Board made no order, expecting 
the husband to send for liL wife ; and in reference thereto the Commissioners desire to state 
that in their opinion this woman was not removable to Ireland without her husband, and 
that an appeal would be successful if the facts be as represented. In that case the cost of 
proceeding and of removal back, and of maintenance in the interval, would be payable by 
the Union ac Bridgend. A preliminary inquiry must first take place to ascertain the facts. 
Her return to the place from which she was removed without the reversal of the order 
would subject her to punishment under the English Vagram Act. 

By order of the Commissioners, 

To the Clerk of Enniscorthy Union. (signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 



No. 9. — Extract from Minutes of the Enniscorthy Board of Guardians. 

24 March 1869. 

Read letter dated 9 th March I860 (No. 6,721), relative to the removal of Catherine Neill 
and four children from the Bridgend Union in Wales to this union, suggesting that a pre- 
liminary inquiry take place to ascertain the facts. 

Ordered — the Gmmliuns would be glad of a preliminary inquiry into this case. 



No. 10. — Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 

Sir, 31 March 1869. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland 
acknowledge the receipt of Minutes of Proceedings of the Board of Guardians of Ennis- 
corthy Union on the 24th instant, containing a Minute, in regard to the case of Catherine 
Neill and her four children, who were removed from the Bridgend Union to the Ennis- 
corthy Workhouse, stating that the Guardians would be glad of a preliminary inquiry in 
tile case ; and the Commissioners desire to state that the Guardians should pass a resolution 
in accordance with the provisions of sect. 7 of 26 & 27 Viet c. 89, and state therein that 
they agree to pay the cosis of the preliminary inquiry in question. 

By order of the Commissioners, 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

To the Clerk of the Enniscorthy Union. 



No. li. — Extract from Minutes of Enniscorthy Board of Guardians, dated 1st April 1869. 

Letter read dated 31st March 1869 (No. 7,830), in reference to the removal of Catherine 
Neill and children from Bridgend Union to Enniscorthy Workhouse, stating that as the 
Guardians wish for a preliminary inquiry they should pass a resolution in accordance with the 
provisions of sect. 7 of 26 & 27 Viet. c. 89, stating- they agree to pay the costs of the pre- 
liminary inquiry in question. 

Ordered — the Guardians will not go to the expense. 
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POOR REMOVAL. 



RETURN of all Poor Persons Removed from 
England and Wales to Ireland , and a similar 
Return of those Removed from Scotland to 
Ireland, from 1 January 1867 to 31 December 
1860; and, Copy of the Correspondence 
relating to any Cases of Removal from England 
and Wales to Ireland , -which are referred to in. 
the Annual Reports of the Irish Poor Law- 
Commissioners since 1 January 1867 ; &c. 



{Mr. Downing.) 



Ordered, by The House of Commons, to be Printed, 
14 February 1871. 



[Price 1 s. 4 d.~\ 



Under 12 oz. 
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